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prepaoe. 


By the grace of God this third volume of the History 
..Hindu, India as I had projected it several 
^years hack is Teady andH place it before the indulgent reader 
under the second name ;of « The Downfall of Hindu India.’ 
Indeed the idea of writing this history was originally suggested 
to me by Gibbon’s Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, as 
Medieval Hindu empire in its decline and fall struck me as 
greatly resembling the Roman empire. It fell before the Turks'* 
like the other and its fall closed with the taking of Kanauj on the 
Ganges as the latter’s did with the storming of Constantinople 
on the Bosphorus. The Grecian capital became, moreover, the 
seat of the Turkish Mahomedan empire in Europe as Delhi 
became the seat of Turco-Afghan ‘.Mahomedan empire in 
India. The Greeks or Eastern Romans had declined in martial 
virtues and the same may be said of the Hindus generally, though 
the Rajputs, unlike the Greeks, even then maintained their high 
reputation for valour and love of independence and still maintain 
their semi-independence in the sands and hills of Rajputana. 
Frith viraj and Jaichand strike us, unlike the last Grecian 
emperors, as redoubtable warriors who have immortalised their 
names in Indian history by their tragic but heroic end on the 
battlefield. Yet for various reasons, the generality of the people ' 
in Hindu ludia had become meek and acce^-ed dependence 
without a tough national struggle. 

This volume thus brings down the history of India to about 
1200 A. D., when the whole of Northern India prac'ically fell 
before the Mahomedans. The Ml of Hindu India began in the 
very beginning of the suh-periodm’jreated of in this volume, as 
Kabul and the Panjab fell before Mahmud from abodt 1000 to 
1009 A.D, In the first book (vi) in this volume is given 

Although. Shihabuddin was an Afghan, his army rj^htained more 
rks, than Afghans ; and the Eajpnts always called th^ir enemies by the 
.me of Turukda or the bad Turk. 
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: .be hictorj of Mahmud’s invasions of India, a history which hag 
been reconstructed, so to speak, from original authorities, 
IiLanomedan and Hindu. The common supposition that Jaipal 
of Lahore was a different king from the king of the same 
name of Kabul has been found, on a careful consideration of 
the avsiiabie evidence, to be mistaken and, as has been shown, 
the Hindu kingdom of the Shahis of Kabul extending from 
the Paropamisus to the Sutlej, fell before Mahmud. We have 
tried to explain at the end of this book why the sturdy Hindus 
of the Panjab fell before the Mahomedan Turks of Ghazni. 
Thus in the beginning of this sub-period, the Panjab was lost to 
ilindu India in addition to Sind, which was lost in 712. A. D. 


For two centuries more, Hindu kingdoms flourished in the 
rest of India under Rajput kings and in these kingdoms 
powerful kings ruled from time to time like Bhoja of Malwa, 
JayasiunS' oj: GiijG,rat, Govindachandra of Kananj and Vikrama 
Oj. cn. let x'Torfchern India fell before Shihabuddin Ghori 
about poo A.D., even though there were such warrior kings as 
Prithviraj and Jaichand to defend the independence of Hindu 
kingdoms, ihe causes of this catastrophe, different as they 
are iiom uuose which lea to the downfall of the Panjab, have 
been discuEsed at the end of Book vii and they will be found 
at least luteresiiing and suggestive. 


But most interesting will be found Book viii in this volume 
m which IS taken a general survey of the whole condition of 
India in this siP period, which practically led to the demoraliza- 
tion and weabi.:. iS of the Hindus as a people. It will be seen 
how caste be came infinitely subdivided in this sub-period, how 

religious schism in creasp by the rise of new sects, how the 

dptnne of Ahimsa again became predominant and led to the 



Up.;r.ia,.s. This le most interesting portion of this 
volume anaXtoe varich i have expressed therein may 

at least be carefully considered by my Hindu readers. 

^ Ihe hisiECT of Hindu kingdoms in this sub-period given 
i.n toook VII IS based chiefly on inscriptions which have been 
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published upto this time by the labours of able researchers, both 
European and Indian, to whom I am wholly indebted for 
being able to synthetically put the facts recorded therein into 
consistent coherent history. Although I have, now and then, 
differed from these scholars on certain points and have criticised 
their views, I must record here my extreme gratefulness to 
them and duly recognise their services to the cause of 
pre-Mahomedan history of India. The authorities relied on 
have been quoted in the body of the book, instead of being 
given in foot-notes as the usual practice is, in order that the 
reader may have the authority before him at once and in large 
type. The history of some kingdoms has already been formulated 
by Bhandarkar, Fleet and other scholars and that part of this 
history is taken mainly from them. Bnt the history of other 
kingdoms, notably that of the Imperial GahadaValas of Kanauj 
has been, for the- first time I think, put together in this 
volume and certain difficult problems, such as the identity of the 
Gahadavalas with the Rathods, have been solved in it. 

This volume closes this work, though Hindu kingdoms lived 
on for a hundred years more in southern India, But they were 
ready to fall, for causes recorded in this volume, at the 
slightest push, as we actually find that they toppled down at 
once at the onslaught of Allauddin and his general Malik 
Kafur about 1300 . A'. D. Maharashtra (Deogiri), Telingana 
(Warahgal) and Karnataka (Dvara-Samudra) fell successively 
in one expedition which Malik-Kafur led upto Cape Comorin. 
South India rallied once more tinder Vijayanagar and it fell 
finally in 1565 A.D. at the battle of Talikot before the combined 
Mahomedan kings of the Deccan, in one sense Hindu India 
fell finally at this date and Yijayanagar may be looked upon 
as the Constantinople of India; though while Constantinople 
still lives, Vijayanagar has been blotted out of existence 93 
later history of Hindu India, commentiing from the ... 97 

of Deogiri and ending with the catastrophe ... 106 

took Vijayanagar, requires a separate volume, ill 

with the view-point taken in this history ; b' . ... 11 8 

which I may leave to other hands. / *3 

■\8idiary ^ 

' » a J. 
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iv 

A Political map of India of circa 1100 A. 1). liaa boon added 
and will bo found intorodting. But more intoroating will bo 
found the' threo skotcUea of tbo battle-liold of Chhachha 
where finally was lost the indopondonco of the Punjab, of 
Kot-Kangra and of the old Delhi of Prithviraj, which wo have 
prepared after personally visiting those places. 

An Index has boon uflked as usual and a chronological 
table has been added. ° 

Poona Cxty, 

January 25th 192G. VAIDYA. 


131 J:5l.iU(iEAPHY. 

n would bo advisablo lo govo hero Iho Bibliogranhv fn, 
Ihrs volume oud indeed for Ibis whole hielory, ll h lJZ 

E.r. Vole. Vend VIII.^ 'Aese Ikl ■ 

logical order in groupu accordtogt dm dirr"H 

to which they belom? and £?ivn t , ■ kingly families 

inerje published. (6) The 

VoiuurlauVEordl'Zm Str V 

atlaaatbe cai.of 'l-Berum's India Y. 

rru ' -ted V , Tabakat-i- 

ThehisiOiy (S) Harshacharita, Skanda Purana 

in Book vu is basei^ ^J^fthviraj Rasa supplied useful 
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INVASIONS OF MAHMUD 

CHAPTER y. 

POLITICAL GEOGBAPHY OF INDIA, (ABOUT 1030 A. D.) 

from AhBeruni. 

We have a detailed and authentic account of India in the 
‘India’ of this famous writer which is invaluable for the 
history of the sub-period (1000-1200) treated of in this volume. 
It is as important for this period as that of Hiuen Tsang was 
for the first sub-period (600-800). For both Al-Beruni and Hiuen 
Tsang are foreigners and both had studied Sanskrit, the 
language of the vv^ise men of India. Both had a critical acumen 
worthy of a historian. And Al-Beruni is in one respect the 
better of the two, as he shows an unbiassed mind. Mahomedan 
though he was, he did not look down with contempt upon the 
Indians, their religion and their philosophy, their science and 
their art. Like Hiuen Tsang he obtained knowledge about 
India and its science and philosophy on the spot, studying them 
under Indian Pandits at Multan and Peshawar, and collected 
and carefully sifted information obtainable from Hindu 
and Moslem travellers. He was a native of Khwarism and 
when Mahmud of Ghazni conquered that country, he brought 
him to Ghazni among the prisoners of that kingdom. Beruni 
was a learned man already, being a mathematician especially. 
He had studied astronomy including astrology as it was known to 
the Arabs from Greek sources, and he particularly studied Hindu 
astronomy and astrology which were equally advanced, if not 
more, at that time. We will chiefly rely upon his work 
‘India’ in taking a general survey of the condition of India in 
this volume. But we here begin with describing India .as it 
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ws;-: .'divided politically at this time, from the chapter on the 
georrsph" of India in this work (chap. 18, Vol. I p. 196 and 
foIio.^-inV'Sacaau). Al-Beruni had probably Indian works of 
geography also before him, perhaps among them a work of Baja- 
Sekhara, court poet at Kanauj. for guidance which we will 
notice in a note, Al-Beruni gives distances also as ascertained 
from travellers ; but these distances, though often correct, cannot 
be relied upon as they are given in ‘farsakhs,’ a measure (which 
is said to be nearly four English miles) not altogether free from 
doubt. With these introductory remarks we proceed to give 
the information recorded by Al-Beruni in the chapter above 
noted. Al-Beruni wrote about 1030 A, D. when Mahmud was 
just dead. 

India to the Arab vrriters was always divided into Sind 
and Hind. Sind already conquered and turned into a Maho- 
medan kingdom was separate from Hind. The chief part of 
Hind was the middle land (Madhyadesa as the Hindus called 
it), the cortntry round Kanauj, which was not only the centre of 
Hind, geographically but political^’’ also “It was the capital 
and city of residence of the greatest king of India.” We have 
shown in VoL I that the Pratihara imperial family still ruled 
in Kanauj at the beginning of the eleventh century. Kanauj 
was the imperial capital of India from the days of Harsha and 
naturally became the centre of Hindu civilization, learning 
and art. Heaiiy four centuries of imperial importance had 
made Kanauj the centre of attraction for wealth, wisdom and 
valour, Naturally the geography of India is given by Al-Beruni 
by taking Kanauj as the centre. Baja^ekhara in his Kavya- 
Mimansa indeed states that distances should be measured and 
directions given in reference to Kanauj, a remark borne out by 
Al-Beruni’s description. Antarvedi or the land between the 
Ganges and the Jumna was the central land of India and the 
natural starting point of description with the Acharyas or 
ancient writers. But Kanauj was in the middle of Antarvedi 
and being the capital of the central empire and the place where 
Eajasekhara resided, he gives the opinion “ The territory 
between the Ganges and the Jumna to the east of Vinasana 
and vrest of Prayaga is Antarvedi and with reference to it the 
directions should be given according to the Acharyas. But 
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Yayavara thinks that even in Antarvedi they should be given 
with reference to the city of Mahodaya.”* 

Al-Beruni begins by remarking that if you have to go to 
Sind you march from Siiistan, but in going to Hind you go via 
Kabul. In the mountains on the frontier of India “ there are 
tribes of Hindus, or people akin to them, which are rebellious 
and savage races.” It seems clear that they had not yet been 
converted to Mahomedanism. Coming to Hind and its capital 
Kanauj he says that it was situated on the west of the Ganges. 

But the town is now deserted (owing to Mahmud’s invasion) 
and Bari is the present capital east of the Ganges, distant 
about 4 days’ journey (50 miles)”. This town has not yet 
beenddentified. Starting from Kanauj and going south, you come 
to Jajjamau and other places and lastly to the Prayaga tree at 
the confluence of the Ganges and the Jumna. This (Pipala) tree 
of Prayaga from which devout Hindus wishing to end their 
lives threw themselves into the river was still famous, still 
doing its duty (at present we have a stem of the tree shown in 
the fort of Allabadad ). Prom Prayaga, Al-Beruni takes us 
southwards to the sea-coast and at once mentions the Jaur 
(Chola) king who was then in possession of Daraur (Dravida), 
Kanji ( Kanchi ), Malaya and Kunk Vv^hich is the last of Jaur’s 
possessions in this direction. The power of the Cholas was 
undoubtedly supreme at this time in the territory comprised at 
present in the Madras presidency and represented then by three 
or four countries. 

Then Al-Beruni mentions cities eastwards of Bari, viz 
Ayodhya and Benares, Pataliputra and Mungiri (Mudga- 
giri) or Monghyr capital of the Palas of Bengal who were still 
supreme), Janpa (Chahapa), Dugampur ( ? ) and Gangasagara 
where the Ganges falls into the ocean. 

Going east via Bari (Horth-east) you come to Bihat and 
Tilwat (where people are black and flat-nosed like the Turks) 
and to Kamrup (Assam ), and in the opposite direction (Yv^est) 
Hepal, beyond Bhutesvara and the highest mountain. 
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Going sonth-wesfc from Kanauj you come to Jajaliuti capital 
of 'Thioh is Ehajuraha and wMcli has the two hill forts Kalanjar 
and Gwalior. This is a correct description of the kingdom of 
Bundolkhand ruled by Chandella kings. Then southwards 
Dsliala (southern part of Bundelkhand) capital Tiauri (Tewari 
or Tripur ) “ of v/hich Gangeya is king now This is also a 
correct description of the Chedi kingdom of the Haihayas and it 
seems that their great king Gangeya was still alive. Al-- 
Beruni mentions two great kings only of middle India viz; 
Gangeya and Bhoja. 


Again south ( -west ) from Kanauj “Asi, Sahanya, Jandra, 
Rajauri and Bazan the capital of Gujarat This town defies 
identification though Gujarat is recognised, from inscriptions, to 
be the country round modern Jaipur. The country was certainly 
part of w'hat is modern Marwad, and Bazan, according to our 
view, may be Bhinmal which was once capital of Gujarat 
or Kuchalo of Hiuen Tsang. Kor Al-Beruni states that the 
town vras in ruins and the people had gone to another place 
called Jadura. ‘‘Moslems called the town Karaina” which also 
may be explained by the fact that there was a temple of the 
sun (Narayana) at Bhinmal. Bhinmal and Srimala are one and 
Srimali Brahmins and Banias are still wmll-known sub-castes- 
Al-Beruni adds that Mathura was as distant from Bazan 
as Kanauj v/as from Mathura. Probably he refers here to the 
Sarabhar kingdom of the Chauhans. Al-Beruni does not mention 
Ajmer which wms not yet founded nor made capital by the 
Chauhans. 

Prom Mathura, Al-Beruni takes us southward to Ujjain 
via two or three towns not recognisable. But BhMls§.m 
(Bhailla-svamin), or modern Bhelsa is mentioned and the im- 
portant statement made that Bhaillasvamin was the name of 
the idol there and the town was named after the idol. Bhailla- 
svamin is mentioned in inscriptions (vide Vol. II p, 137) and this 
statement of Al-Beruni gives us for the first time the reason of 
the name of the town. Then again the word Svamin shows 
that it vfas an idol of Vishnu and we further remember that 
there was a famous temple near Bhelsa of Vishnu on whose 
Garudastambha an inscription of a Yavana Buddhist king, as 
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old as the first century B. C. has been found. In Sanskrit 
literature the name of the town, however; is Vidisa. 

From Bazan southwards you come to Mewad the capital 
of which is Jattaraur ( Chitod ). From thence you go to Dhar 
the capital of Malwa. Ujiain is east of Dhar, 7 larsakhs and 
Bhaillasvamin is east of Uhain 10 farsakhs. This is a correct 
description of Malwa with its important towns. 

From Dhar south ( -east ) are given certain towns upto 
Mandagir on the Godavari as also Nemavar on the Ferbudda, 
and south “ Marathadesa and Kunkan the capital of which is 
Thana on the sea-coast The name Marathadesa had come 
into use by this time even with foreigners and in Konkan was 
the northern Silahara kingdom at this time, their capital being 
Thana. Its fame had reached even Kashmir as we shall see 
later on. 

From Bazan southwest was Anhilvara with Somnath 
on the sea- coast and south of Anhilvara, Lardesa capital 
Bihruj and Rihanjur on the sea-coast. T’rom Bazan west was 
Multan and Bhati and southwest, Aror fifteen farsakhs from 
Bhati, a town between two arms of the Sindh river, Bahmanwah, 
Al-Mansura and Loharani at the mouth of the Indus. These 
were towns in Sind which was under the Arabs. 

Al“Beruni reverts to Kanauj and says NT. hT. W. of it are 
Shirsharaha and Pinjaur on the mountains, and opposite in the 
plain, the city of Thanesar, Dahamala, capital of Jalandhar at 
the foot of the mountain, Ballawar, westward Ladda, fortress 
E-ajagiri, thence marching northward, Kashmir. 

Again west (K. W.) Diyamau, Kuti, Anar, Meerut, Panipat, 
“ between the two the Jumna' flows ”, Kawital and Sunnam. 
Then going northwest we come to Adittahaur, J afianir, Manda- 
hukur, capital of Lauhawar on the Ravi, Chandraha, the Bias 
and Jailam, Wahind capital of Kandhar west of the river Indus, 
Purshawar, Dunpur, Kabul and Ghazni. 

Al-Beruni further describes Kashmir and says that there 
are no horses or elephants in Kashmir; people ride in palanquins. 
Ko one is admitted to Kashmir now except Jews. Even former- 
ly accredited persons alone were admitted. He mentions 
Baramula on the Jhelum which, he says, rises in the same place 
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the Ganges where snow never melts. ■ The Jhelum comes 
into Kashmir, the capital being on both sides of it, then gets 
inro a swamp and through it into the gorge which is guarded. 

The Sindh rises in the Kularjak mountain where you 
reach through Gilgit v/here live the Bhatta Turks. Their 
king is called Bhatta Shah. (This shows that these Turks 
v.^ere Hindus still and Gilgit according to Sir Grierson still 
shows traces of Vedic civilization and language). Lahur and 
Rajagiri are south of it ( Kashmir ). “These are the strongest 
places I have seen. This is the northern boundary of India, 
On the western frontier live the Afgan tribes”. 

“ The southern boundary of India is the ocean. After Munha 
small and great ( mouths of the Indus) on the seacoast, come 
Cutch noted for Bawarij ( pirates ) and Somnath, The cities on 
the coast are Tawalleshar, Loharani, Kachha, Baroi, Somnath, 
Kambayat, AsawTl, Bihroj, Sandan, Sopara, Tana, thence to 
Laran, citj* of which is Jimur, then to Yallabha, Kanji, Darvad 
and then Sarandib ( Ceylon ). Al-Beruni finally mentions 
Rameshw'ar on the junction of the western and eastern oceans 
with its ridge. He also mentions the Div islands “ which 
appear and disappear ( a phenomenon doubted by many ).” 

Al-Beruni states that there is no rain at Multan but near 
the mountains the rains last four months from Ashadha. In the 
mountains the rainy season extends over two and a half 
months from Sravana. Beyond the mountains there is again 
no rain, In Kashmir snow falls in Magha and there are some 
showers in Chaitra. Al-Beruni gives Hindu months which 
are immoveable through the seasons and not the Mahomedan 
months naturally enough and he is thoroughly conversant with 
Hindu astronomy. 

Unfortunately Al-Beruni mentions no kingdoms nor kings? 
nor does he make any reference to the political events of 
which he has personal knowledge certainly. He does not mention 
any of Mahmud’s expeditions. He does not tell us that Kanauj 
was abandoned owing to its being captured and plundered, nor 
does he say when he mentions Somnath that the place had 
recently been carried and the temple and the idol of Somnath 
broken by Mahmud. One would have thought that such 
statements could not have been avoided by any writer who is 
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almost an eye-witness of the events. However, certain it is 
that he does not mention any political events. This silence 
may be of set purpose and therefore cannot be construed either 
for or against the truth of these events. We, however, think that 
his description affords us a complete and a good picture of the 
political, condition of the country. There was the big Kanauj 
empire of the Pratiharas still in existence ; east of it was the 
Pala kingdom of Monghyr. Nepal and Kamarupa, Bhutan and 
Tirhut are also mentioned. In the south Oholas are alone mention- 
ed and they were undoubtedly supreme in the Madras presidency 
at this time. The Ghandella kingdom of Kalanjar and the 
Ghedi kingdom of Tripura are mentioned, as also Chitor and 
Dhar, capitals of Mewad and Malwa. Naharwala, Lata and 
Konkan kingdoms are well alluded to. Kaohha and Sind 
are there. Bazan is, according to our view, a town of the 
Chauhan kingdom of Sambhar or Marwad. North of Kanauj 
and north-west are mentioned Meerut and Panipat, Thane- 
sar and Kabithal. Properly enough, there is no mention 
here of Delhi. Delhi was an insignificant place in 1G30 A. D. 
and the Tomaras there were petty kings. Lahore on the Navi 
was the capital of a kingdom or a province and Jalandhar and 
Rajauri were separate kingdoms. Kashmir was of course a 
powerful kingdom at this time and is well described. Then 
we have Wahind, capital of Kandhar, on the west of the Indus 
and finally Kabul and Ghazni. This is a correct description 
of the political divisions of India obtaining at this time. We 
miss the country of Maharashtra and Kranata, but they are, 
we think, alluded to by the words Marathadesa to the south 
of the Nerbudda and Vallabha occurring later on. 



liTOTE 

GEOGRAPHY OF INDIA AS GIVEN BY RAJASEKHARA. 

Eajasekhara the 'well-khown poet-laureate and also Guru of Mahipala 
(910-940 A.D.) of thelraperial Pratiharasof Kanauj has given in his Kavya- 
Mlmansa a detailed geography of India and it is very probable that this 
tvorh or the vrork Bhuvanakosa of the same author to which it refers was 
before Al-Beruni when he wrote his India a hundred years later. One may 
wonder why geography of India is introduced in a work on poetics. But the 
occasion is taken to give this information in warning poets not to make 
geographical mistakes as they offend the sense of the hearer or reader; for 
instance he should not describe Kanchi as situate in the east of India or 
even give a wrong complexion to the various peoples inhabiting this 
country. (It is allowable, ws suppose, to make historical mistakes and to 
mention Krishna, an Kalidasa does in Raghu VIII. in a speech of the 
companion of Indumati who married at a Svayamvara Aja, ancestor of 
Rama, for ordinary people are not expected to be so conversant with 
ancient history), V/hatever the propriety, this geographical chapter in 
Eilvy-mimilnsa: is important for the history of this period, as the Skanda 
Porau >. geographical, chapter was important for the history of the last 
period ( Vol. II p, 41 ) or the Varaha Mihira geography was important for 
the first period (Vol, I. p. 143). Of course we must note that Indian authors 
ore not as scrupulous as Al-Beruni, as they introduce names of countries 
which are traditional though these countries may not exist in their time. 
With these remarks we give below the geography of India sketched by • 
Kajasekbara in his work Kavya-Mimansa chapter 17. 

" He who conquers Bharaia Kbanda from the Himalayas to the 
southern sea is called a Sararat while he who conquers the country from 
KumarTpura toBindusara (lake) is called Chakravartin. 

There are seven mountain ranges, Malaya and others. The country 
between tbe eastern and western seas and the Himalaya and Vinddhya 
mountains is called Aryavarta (this definition extends the usual limit and 
includes Bengal) ; from here good conduct:(religiously considered) proceeds. 

In this the country to the east of Benares is called tbe eastern country. 
The peoples therein are Anga, Kalinga, Kosala, Tosala', Utkala, Magadha, 
Mudgara, Vidtha, Hepala, Paundra, Pragjyotisha, Tamralipta, Malada, 
Malla, Vsrtaka, Suraha, Brahmottara &o. The big rivers ( Nada) are Sopa 
and Laubitya and lesser rivers (Nadis) are Gaya, Karatoya, Kapisa &c. The 
products are Lavali, Graathaparnika, Aguru, Draksha, Easturi and others. 

To the south of Milhishmati is the Dakshipapatha (or southern path ). 
The people are Maharashtra, Mahishaka, Asmaka, Vidarbha, Kuutala, 
Erathakaisika, Surparaka, Kanchi, Kerala, Kavera, Murala, Vanavasaka, 
■Siuhala, Ohoia, Dandaka, Pandya, Pallava, Ganga, Nasikya, Konkapa, 
Kollagiri, Vnllara &c. The rivers are Narmada, Tapi, Payosbpi, Godavari* 
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Eaverl.Bhaimarathi, Ve^a, Vanjara, Tungabhadra, TSmrapariji, UtpalSvati, 
Rava^a-ganga and others. Products are Chandana and pearls. 

“To the west of the Devasahha river is the weotern country. The 
people are Devacabha, Surashtra, DSseraka, Travapa BhrigukDohha» 
Eaohoha, Anartaj Arbudaj Brahmaratha, and Yavana, Sarasvatij Prabha- 
vati, VactaghnT, Mahl, Hundira and others are the rivers. The products 
are Karlra, Pi!u, Guggula, Eharjura, and Karabha ( camels ). 

“ Beyond Prithudaka is the Uttar apatha or the northern path, where 
the peoples Saka, Eekaya, Vokkara, Hupa, VapSyuja, Eamboja, Bahika, 
Palhava, Limpaka, Kuluta, Kira, Tangapa, Tushara, Turushka, HSrahupa, 
Huhuka, Sahuda, Hansaniarga, Ramatha, Karakantha and others live. The 
rivers are Ganga, Sindhu, Sarasvati, Satadru, Chandrabhaga, Yamuna., 
Airavati, Vitasta, Vipasa Kuhu and Devika &c, The products are Sarala, 
Devadaru, Rudraksha, Kunkuma ( saffron ), Ohamara, A]ina, Sauvira, 
Srotonjana, Saindhava and horses. ' 

“ Within these four countries is the middle country ” Strangely enough 
Rajasekhara gives no information about this part, remarking that the peo- 
ples, the rivers and mountains and products of the middle country are well- 
known. Thus the most valuable information is withheld from future ages. 

“ The country between the Ganges and the Jmnna and from Vinassna 
to Prayaga is called Antarvedi. The ancient authors declare that the 
directions should be given in reference to this land. But I, YSyavariya, 
opine that directions should be given measured from Mahodaya (Kanauj).’’ 

“The oomplexions of the people are dark in the eastern country, black 
in the southern, whitish (Panda) in the western and white in the northern, 
in poetical descriptions there is not ranch difference between the dark and 
the black complexions and the fair and the white. But the speciality is that 
in the eastern country the complexion of Rajput women and others may be 
fair or white ; so also in the soutliern”. 

These remarks about the complexion of the people are very interesting. 
They show clearly that predominant people in the east and south were 
Dravidians of black complexion while those on the west and north were 
Aryans of fair complexion. But even in the east and the south, the higher 
classes, Rajputs and Brahmins, may be described as of a fair or even 
white complexion. 

It is curious that in the north Kashmir and Kabul, the two most 
important Aryan peoples, are not mentioned, almost all those mentioned 
being Mlechchha people of mixed Aryan and Turanian races. The Yavanac 
are mentioned in the west and they are the Arabs of Sind. Kabul had 
not yet been conquered by the Turks in the beginning of the 10th century 
when Rajasekhara wrote and Kabul probably had not yet extended its 
■way over the Panjab. But one expects that Kashmir should .-be men'* 
tioned as also Trigarta and Jalandhara. All the Panjab riveBS even the 
KubhS are mentioned and among the products saffron and salt peculiar to 
Kashmir and the Pan jab are mentioned. 



CHAPTER 11. 

( A ) THE SAMANIDES OP BOKHARA. 

In order that one may understand correctly the power and 
the civilization of the Turkish kingdom of Ghazni, one must 
go back to the Samanide empire at Bokhara under which the 
kings of Ghazni rose and grew. Combining the history given 
by D tbi and others, a writer has given a short account of this 
empire in J. R. A. S. Bengal XV Part I from which we take 
the leading facts in the following summary. The founder was 
a converted Persian Zoroastrian king of Bokhara whose name 
was Asad (825 A., D.). His son Ahmad acquired the sovereign- 
ty of Samarcand, Bokhara and Ferghana. His son was 
Nasr whose son Ismail was the first great king of the Samani- 
des and came to the throne in 903 A. D. He encouraged science 
and literature and raised Bokhara to eminence. The kings 
were called Amirs a title which was taken up. by aspiring 
noblemen later on like Sabuktagin and from them it came to 
India in the form of Hammir. Historians have given each Amir 
from Ismail a distinctive epithet and this first illustrious king 
is called Amir Mazi. Plis son was Ahmad who is called Amir 
Shahid as he was killed in a religious war and his son was 
Nasr II who is styled Amir Sa’id (August). It was in the time 
of this king that a brave and ambitious brazier by name Yakub- 
i-lais collected turbulent spirits and made raids on India, first 
taking Herat in 301 H. ( 91^,.A,..P- )• India, it must be remem- 
bered, then included almost the whole of modern Afghanistan 
which was then divided into Zabulistan and Kabulistan or Zabul 
and Kabul. Kabul in the north was governed by the Brahmin 
dynasty founded by Lalliya or Kallar ( Vol. I p. 201 ) and Zabul 
in the south vras governed by Rajput or Kshatriya kings proba- 
bly Bhattis, Yakub-i-lais not only took Zabul but also Kabul 
and it appears that the citadel of Kabul from that day remain- 
ed in the possession of Mahomedans. 

The Brahmin kings of Kabul regained possession of the 
town. But it seems that they from this time removed their 
capital to Wahind on the west bank of the Indus. Of this v/e 
ghall speak again later on. Yakub-i-lais is said to have laid 
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the foundations of the city of Ghazni by building a fort there. 
He conquered Zabulistan and drove away the Rajputs and 
these appear to have crossed the Indus and settled in the 
Panjab, This part of modern Afghan territory is known by the 
name of the land of Rahbuts, v/hich is ajmisreading for Rajputs 
in Persian, in' the Mahomedan histories of that period (see 
Raverty’s Afghanistan ). Yakub-i-lais was not able to supplant 
the Samanide power nor to found a kingly line but appeared 
and disappeared like a comet. 

PTasr II was succeeded by Huh who is called Amir-i-Hamid 
(lau dable) in 334 H. (942 A. D.). In his reign Turkish slaves began 
to acquire power in the kingdom. These Turkish slaves were 
kept as guards by the Samanide kings. Turks from beyond 
the frontier ( Jaxartes ) were entertained in the army also. 
They were often bought as slaves when young and being bold 
and courageous were often given military commands. The 
employment of foreigners as guards has throughout eastern 
history led to the destruction of the power of the employer. The 
/Turks thus supplanted the Persians at Bokhara and founded a 
kingdom at Ghazni. Ghazni in its turn was supplanted by the 
Afghans, the Afghans by the Moguls, the Moguls by the Marathas 
and the Marathas at Poona by the English. A nation or a kingly 
dynasty. wbich entrusts the nrotection of, its country, to anarmy. 
pf foreieners, however siuall, must naturally , enough be over- 
taken by tills tate. 

It would interest the reader to recount here how a just but 
strict minister of Huh met his death at the hands of disaffected 
noblemen. Indeed ministers under Mahomedan governments 
usually ended their lives in strange fashions. There were two 
cedar trees at the palaqe gate and they were forcibly bent down 
and tied to the two legs of this obnoxious servant of the state and 
then were let go, hoisting up the unfortunate man and tearing 
him into two pieces. The historian remarks pithily “The 
fame of being too just was as dangerous at Bokhara as at Athens!’. 

Huh was succeeded by Abdul Malik styled Amir-i-Rashid • 
( orthodox ) in 343 H and he v/as followed by Mansur called 
Amir Sadid '( steadfast ) in 350 H. Powerful Turkish ofScers 
began to form independent principalities and Alptagin who v- 
was tot Hajib or doorkeeper to Abdul Malik estab- 
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iishsd such an independent principality at Ghazni. His 
slave V7as Sabuktagin who was also in the beginning Hajib or 
doorkeeper to the Samanide king at Bokhara. 

Mansur was succeeded by Huh II who reigned from 986 to 
1008 A. D. The daring and intrepid Sabuktagin, known for his 
justice also, was already elected king at Ghazni by Turkish 
officers there after the death of Alptagin in place of his inca- 
pable son. The power of Sabuktagin was acknowledged by Huh 
who sought his aid when Ilekkhan the Turkish ruler of Kashgar 
invaded Bokhara and Sabuktagin went in person to relieve his 
master with a large army and 300 elephants obtained from 
Indian kings as we shall presently relate. In the battle fought 
Mahmud son of Sabuktagin was present and received his first 
lesson in fighting. The battle was won and Sabuktagin was award- 
ed the title of Hasir-ud-doula or supporter of the realm and 
Mahmud was given the title Saif-ud-doula or sword of the realm. 

But the days of the Samanide empire were numbered, ^rks 
who were in service and Turks who were invaders brought the 
kingdom soon to an end. The final stages of the catastrophe are 
interesting. Huh was succeeded by Mansur who was blinded 
by his own officers who raised Abdul Malik an infant to the 
throne of Bokhara. But Ilekkhan the Turk invaded Bokhara 
and capturing it imprisoned every Samanide claimant. One 
claimant Muntasir, however, escaped from custody in the dress 
of a female. He made gallant efforts to regain Ipower; but 
being unfortunate like Dara Shikoh was opposed by the officers 
of even Mahmud. He had to fly from place to place till, at last 
he took refuge in an Arab camp. The chief of the Arab camp 
fell upon him at night and killed him. Mahmud of Ghazni 
.,hd.d so much respect for his once superior lord that he seized 
the perpetrator and put him to a cruel death. 

The civilization of the Samanides and their empire was 
inherited by the Turkish kingdom at Ghazni. The empire was 
extensive and included Khorasan and Mawar-ul-nahar and other 
territories such as Sistan, Karman, Jurjan, Eay, and Taba- 
ristan. The duration of its rule from Ismail was one hundred 
and two years and sixteen days as given by Utbi in Tarikh-i- 
Yamini (Utbi gives the names of the kings and their periods 
of rple by days even), i. e. from 90 3 to 10 05 A. D.- Mahmud con- 
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quered and annexed many of their provinces especially Ehora- 
san and Khwarism which were the centres of the civilization of 
this modern Persian empire. The Persian language was culti- 
vated by the learned of these provinces which were to Persia 
what the provinces of Antarvedi and Kashmir in Mediasval 
and Deccan in modern history were to India and learned 
men from these two provinces always came to the court of 
the kings of Ghazni and even to that of the Mahomedan 
'kings at Delhi. Persian was the ordinary language of official 
business at Ghazni and Delhi and Arabic was used for reli- 
gious and select state records. The form of administration 
and names of officers were naturally borrowed from Bokhara. 
Curiously enough this presents an aspect much like Medi- 
ffival Hindu India where Sanskrit was tha language of state 
documents, Prakrit the language of the learned and a mixed 
jargon the language of the common people. We find in 
Ghazni also three languages being used, Arabic for religion, 
Persian for literary discourse and Turki for slaves and the 
army. Even Mahmud speaks in Turki to his servants (see 
Baihaki) whenever he has something private to say. 

(B) FOUNDING OF THE KINGDOM OF GHAZNI. 

The Turkish kingdom at Ghazni which later under Mah- 
mud became so powerful as to engulf not only Khorasan and 
Khwarism in the west but the whole of the Panjab in the 
east, was first founded, as stated above, by Alptagin, a Turkish 
general under Mansur king of Bokhara. The history of Mah- 
mud resembles so completely the history of Shivaji that the 
similarity extends back even to the^ history of his "father and 
grandfather. Like Maloji, tl^acquirer of the original Jaghir 
the centre of Bhosra-,power,''^lptagin was the founder of the 
small principality of Ghazni. He was first the Hajib of Amir 
Abdul Malik, father of Mansur and subsequently governor of 
Khorasan. Having opposed the accession of Mansur, he had to 
leave the kingdom and he went towards India and seized Ghaz- 
ni and established his rule there. His slave was .Sabuktagin 
who filled the same position as his master at Bokhara and he 
gave him his daughter in marriage, Sabuktagin naturally ac- 
knowledged the soveriegnty of MansUr though Ghazni was his 
separate acquisition in the same way as Shahaji acknowledged 
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the suzerainty of the Biiapur Darbar though his Jaghir of Poona 

/ 

and Supa was his ov/n acquisition from the Mzamshahi now 
no more. Sabuktagin acquired great power and influence in the 
court of Bokhara in consequence of his efScieht army composed 
of Turks, Afghans and others which he maintained in the same 
v/ay as Shahaji whose army was always a valuable asset of 
the Bijapur Darbar. And Sabuktagin fought the battles of the 
Samanides against their enemies as Shahaji did those of Bijapur. 
Extensive additional territories w^ere assigned to Sabuktagin- 
as- to Shahaji. Indeed they were both almost kings though 
nominally sardars of the suzerain power at Bokhara or Bijapur. 
Both laid the foundations and evolved the necessary ingre- 
dients of an independent kingdom, though they never aspired 
to independence in their ovm life and left that glory to their 
sons Mahmud and Shivaji. 

The ordinary title of Sabuktagin was Amir and he was in- 
vested v/ith the further title of Hasiruddoula for his services in 
repelling the Turkish invasion by hTuh. IJtbi, the historian of' 
Mahmud, usually calls him Nasiruddin and gives instances of 
his great justice and strict discipline. Seeing some poultry in 
the hands of a Turkish soldier, he enquired how he had got it 
and when told that he had purchased it he called the alleged 
seller, a villager, v/ho replied “A Turk never pays”. The en- 
raged king ordered the soldier’s ears to be bored and the birds to 
be suspended from them and the soldier wns paraded through the 
army, the birds flapping violently against the head of the guilty 
Turk. By such strict discipline Sabuktagin kept the turbu- 
lent Turks in control and advanced the prosperity of the coun- 
try he ruled. 

It is natural that popular belief should invest such a man 
and father of Mahmud v.^ith illustrious pedigree. It was believ- 
ed that though a slave of Alptagin he belonged to a Turkish fami- 
ly of chieftains who were descended from a daughter ofYezdgird 
the last emperor of the Persians. High pedigree is also assigned 
to Shahaji Vt^hose descent from the Udaipur Sisodia Rajput family 
\vas believed in even in his days. The story of Sabuktagin be- 
ing descended from Yezdgird is said to have been told by Mah- 
mud himself (Tabakat-i-hlasiri). It is not necessary that great 
men must have illustrious lineage, but popular sentiment is not 
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satisfied unless an illustrious origin whether real or imaginary 
is assigned to the great men of the nation. Whatever the truth 
of the story, we may note the similarity of Shahaji and 
Sabuktagin in this respect also. 

Popular belief also assigns divine greatness to the birth 
of Mahmud as to the birth of Shivaji, Mahmud being as great 
a favourite, religiously considered, with the Mahomedans, 
as Shivaji is with the Hindus. It is related -tliat; Sabuktagin 
once while hunting seized a buck and taking it up on horse- 
back turned homewards. Seeing the mother of the buck follow- 
ing him to a great distance, he was moved with compassion 
for the affliction of the mother and set down the buck to the 
delight of the female deer. Mahomet appeared to him in a 
dream and applauded his act of kindness and promised him a 
kingdom. It is also stated that when Mahmud was born, 
Sabuktagin had a dream, presaging the birth of the great king, 
in which he saw a tremendous tree grov^ suddenly from the fire- 
place in his house. As he was telling his dream, news came of 
Mahmud’s birth which fell on the sa.me day as the day of 
the birth of the great prophet and Sabuktagin said I name the 
child Mahmud Such stories about heroes naturally arise 
after they have achieved their greatness. A third story relates 
that, on the day Mahmud v/as born, the idol temple at Wahind 
fall in the same way as at the birth of the great prophet the 
fire temple in the palace of the Persian kings was destroyed 
by an earthquake. This presaged the relentless war which 
Mahmud was to wage against the idolatry of the Hindus. 
Mahmud was born on the 10th of Mohurrum in 361 H corres” 
ponding to 2nd October 971 ( Tabakat-i-Nasiri and Elliot p. 69 j 
but Eirishta has given the 9th of Mohurrum 357 H (note ditto). ' 
This makes a difference of nearly four years. Sabukta,gin 
ruled from 977 to 997 A. D. He extended his dominions in the 
south ^ by conquering Kandahar and Bust the capital of 
Zabulistan and he tried to extend the same towards the east 
where the kingdoms of India lay. His immediate neiglibour on 
that side was Jaipal described variously as king of Plindustan, 
of Kabul and of Lahore. We must determine who this .king 
was, as even so late as Sir Vincent Smith different views have 
been entertained on this subject. 



CHAPTER III. . 

JAIPAL KING OF HINDUSTAN. 

Who was Jaipal king of Hindustan ? He is evidently the 
king of Kabul belonging to the Brahmin dynasty founded by 
Laliiya and described in the previous volumes. (Vol. II, p. 157 
and Vol, I. p. 201 ). But this obvious identification has not 
been accepted by the now almost authoritative Early History 
of India which states even in the third edition ( 1914 ) as 
follows “ In those days a large kingdom comprising the upper 
valley of the Indus and most of the Panlab to the north of Sind 
extending westward to the mountain and eastward to the 
Hakra river was governed by a king named Jaipal whose capi". 
tal was Bathinda ( Bhatinda ) situated s. s. w. of Lahore and 
westward from Patiala This, though not expressly, clearly 
distinguishes this Jaipal from the Brahmin Jaipal king of 
Kabul. In the foot-note here ( p. 382 ) Smith remarks that 
this summary statement has been given by him from Raverty> 
“ differing as it does from current accounts He gives greater 
details in his article on the Ohandellas in 1. A. XXXVII ( 1908 ) 
where he refers for Bathinda to a note in Raverty’s translation 
of Tabakat-i-Hasiri and further observes in a note there that 
Miss Duff in her ‘chronology ’ is wrong when she identifies 
this Jaipal with the Jaipal of Wahind. He further states in 
a note on p. 383 E. H, I. that “ Elliot mixes up the dynasty of 
Bathinda commonly called the Shahis of Ohind with that of 
Kabul and so renders the whole story unintelligible But 
after giving due consideration to the arguments advanced by 
Raverty in the aforementioned note and the whole evidehce on 
this subject, it appears to us that Sir Vincent Smith is mis- 
taken in setting up a distinct kingdom for this Jaipal and that 
the earlier view of Miss Duff and Elliot is correct. We pro- 
ceed to examine this question at length, 

In the first place the reason why Raverty was led to 
suggest this new theory appears to be that Warn and was read 
in Nasiri for Wahind where the statement is made that “ On 
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the day Mahmud was born, an idol-temple in Wamand in 
Pershaur on the Indus fell.” Raverty supposed that this 
temple was to the east of the Indus and he made an attempt to 
read the name Wamand in several ways. It may be noted 
that in Persian and probably even in Arabic writing, the 
absence of dots defeats the correct pronunciation of Indian 
names ; as b, p, t, n as also v, and d, and h, ch and 3 are often 
not to be distinguished. And Col. Raverty finally fixed upon 
Bathinda as the proper pronunciation of the name and took 
hint for this from a Persian history of the Rajas of Jammu 
written by a Hindu author, wherein was found the statement 
that Jaipal’s capital and place of residence was Bathinda- 
How no reference is given to this history, nor is its date 
mentioned and it is possible that even here Bathinda is a mis- 
reading, or miswriting in the Persian copy, of an original 
V/ahind. Hay more, since the Jammu chronicler appears to be 
a modern writer and not a contemporary of Mahmud, he must 
have taken this statement from some previous Persian history 
and himself read Bathinda wrongly for Ohind or Wahind. It 
is to be wondered how Col. Raverty was misled by this 
Jammu chronicle and it is still more to be wondered how Sir 
Vincent Smith was misled by this note of Col. Raverty. We 

proceed to give in detail the arguments which arise against 
this view. 

In the first place Al-Beruni, a contemporary of Mahmud 
and a well-informed writer, does not mention in his geography 
of India this capital of Jaipal. We have specially given this 
geographical chapter from Al-Berunfis 'India ’in order that 
the reader may have a correct idea of the political divisions of 
India existing at the-’time of Mahmud# Al-Beruni mentions 
distinctly Wahind as the capital of Kandhar which is equiva- 
lent to Gandhara and places it on the v/est of the Indus and 
then gives Peshawar, Kabul, and Ghazni. He mentions 
Mandahukur as capital of Lohawar east of the Ravi. This 
town has not been identified but it can not be equated with 
Bathinda as it is not on the Ravi and on the east of it. ( Perhaps 
this is a wrong translation for Lohawar capital of Mandahu- 
kur ).^ It seems probable that the Brahmin kings of Kabul were 

at this time masters of the whole of the Panjab. The extent of 
3 
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the kingdom of Jaipal as given by Smith from Mahomedan 
historians is of course correct. From the mountains to the 
west of the Indus it extended over the Panjab to the river 
Ghaggar or Hakra of the • Mahomedans. But the kingdom of 
Wahind and Kabul cannot be separated from this kingdom for 
these were one and the same kingdom. 

Al-Idrisi again writing some years after Al-Beruni distinct- 
ly states that Atrasa on the G anges was a frontier fortress of 
the Kanauj kingdom the limits of v/hich extend as far as Kabul 
and Lohawar. He distinctly makes Kabul and Lohawar one 
kingdom conterminous v/ith the kingdom of Kanauj. The state 
of political divisions in India in the beginning of the eleventh 
century clearly shows that there was no separate kingdom of 
the Panjab. The same thing appears from the statements of 
Al-Masudi who wrote about 953 A. D. that the Indus comes 
from the uplands of Bind, Kanauj, Kashmir, Kandhar and 
Tafan. Only four kingdoms are here mentioned; Kandhar 
being the kingdom of Gandhara of which Pershawar (Peshawar 
formerly Purushapur) was the ancient capital, Lastly even in 
the Tabakat-i-Kasiri the idol temple is said to be in Wamand 
or Wahind in Pershaur which plainly means “ In the province 
of Peshawar. ” 

Historical considerations as well as geographical point to 
the same conclusion. First the names of the three kings 
mentioned are identical and come in the same order. Jaipal 
was succeeded by Anandapala and he by Triloohanpala 
both in the kingdom of Kabul and in this supposed kingdom 
of Bathinda. In his article in I. A. XXXVII Smith gives the 
name of the last king as Brahmanapala but this is again a 
misreading for Triloohanapala t being mistaken for b and ch 
being mistaken for h. Any person conversant with Persian 
orthography can see how Brahmanapala miay be read for an 
original Triloohanapala. The name is in fact read by some as 
Tirojanpal. Brahmanapala is not a name which can be taken 
to be a Hindu name and is certainly a misreading for Trilooha- 
napala w^hich was long ago suggested as the proper reading 
even by noted European scholars. The identity of the three 
names anditheir identical order would go far in favour of the 
two kingdoms being one. 
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Further, these ‘ kings of Hindustan ’ are everywhere des- 
cribed as Brahmin kings and we know that the kings of Kabul 
were Brahmins. We find Brahmin kings at this time in Kabul 
only and this also shov/s that the two kingdoms must be the 
same. Again the gi*eat glory of the Shahi kings of Wahind or 
Udabhanda described and deplored by Kalhana in the Eajataran- 
gini can only be explained by holding that their kingdom ex- 
tended over nearly the v^hole of the Panjab. It could not have 
been confined to Kabul and Wahind only. Lastly when it is 
stated that Mahmud after conquering Jaipal in the battle fought 
near Peshawar v/ent and attacked the capital of Jaipal, we are 
nearly certain that this capital v/as Wahind in the vicinity of 
Peshawa,r on the west of the Indus and could not have been 
Bhatinda so very distant as to require Mahmud to cross all the 
rivers of the Fanjab and come as far as Patiala on the south of 
the Sutlej, It is, therefore, almost certain that the capital of 
Jaipal king of Hindustan was Wahind. 

Ifc would be interesting to explain hov/ Jaipal is called king 
of Hindustan as also of Kabul and often of Lahore. It is clear 
that before the 10th century the whole country east of the 
Helmand was Hindustan. Even Ghazni when it was first 
taken by Yakub-i-lais was in India and so v/as Kabul (See Yol. I 
p. 191) and Kandahar v^^hich v/as in the country of Rajputs 
(Al-Masudi, 953 A. D.). . When the Ghazni kingdom was foun- 
ded, it was bounded east, south and north and even west by Hin- 
dustan and Sabuktagin conquered the adjacent parts of India 
gradually and included them in the kingdom of Ghazni. 
Jaipal was king to the east and north of Ghazni ; this country 
was still properly called Hindustan, the people” being still 
Hindus. The Brahmin dynasty founded by Lalliya^ ruled ori- 
ginally in Kabul. When Yakub-i-lais conquered Kabul and the 
citadel was taken and retained by the Mahomedans, it appears 
probable that the Brahmin kings removed their capital to 
.Wahind though they still retained possession of the town of 
Kabul. The surrounding country was also in their possession. 
That they did not dislodge the Mahomedans from the citadel 
of Kabul seems strange ; but the fact of its being in the hands 
of the Mahomedans seems certain from its being clearly men- 
tioned in Mahomedan -v^ritings. Possibly the Brahmin dynasty 
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for a time acknowledged the supremacy- of the Mahomedans 
(See YoL I p. 193). One Kabul Shah even offered to assist his 
suzerain Mahomedan king of Ghazni against the invading 
Turks (See ditto). Whatever the reason, a Mahomedan garrison 
remained in the citadel of .Kabul and the Brahmin kings 
of Kabul must have found it convenient to shift to Wahind or 
Udabhanda on the west bank of the Indus. 

But they retained possession of the town of Kabul and 
always respected it as their original capital. Writers have stated . 
tliat every king of this family had to be crowned in Kabul ; 
“ otherwise the people v/ould not acknowledge him king ” 
(Vol. I p. 201). The Brahmin kings though they resided 
in W ahind went to Kabul for their coronation. Such action can 
wmll be conceived v/hen w^e remember that, in modern history 
the Peshv/as residing in Poona had to go to Satara and be 
invested v/ith the robe of Peshwa or minister at the hands of 
the titular king. The Brahmin kings of Kabul were similarly 
originally commanders-in-chief (or Sphalapati) of the Kshatriya 
kings of Kabul and people would insist on their assuming their 
dignity in Kabul. The above remark of the Mahomedan 
writers becomes easily understandable when we remember that 
Kabul was the original capital and Wahind the new capital of 
these Brahmin Shahi kings. ' 

The kings of Kabul and Wahind appear to have extended 
their dominion to the Panjab some time in the 10th century 
and not before. We know" that Lalliya the founder was con- 
quered by a Kashmirian king and Kabul itself was held in 
subjection for a time by Kashmir. In the Panjab then ruled 
some Tekka king and Kashmir kings and even the kings of 
Kanauj and Multan held territories in the Panjab adjacent to 
their kingdoms. But in the 10th century the evidence of Al- 
Masudi* and Al-Idrisi show that the Kabul or Gandhara kings 
held the Panjab as far as Lahore so that their territory was 
conterminous with that of Kanauj. Lahore was their capital 
in the Panjab. Who founded this city does not appear. It was 
called Lohapura and popular tradition says it was founded by 
Lava son of Kama, (Lahore Gazetteer) ; but historically speak- 

' ' ' " ----- - \ ' ■■ 

Translation by Aloys Sprtngcr Vol. I, has-fhe following sentence 'the Hindu nation 
extends from the mountain of Xborasan to that of Tibet.’ 
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ing, as Hiuen Tsang does not mention it, we may safely hold 
that the city was founded or at least it came to importance in 
the days of these Brahmin kings who are thus described various- 
ly as kings of Hindustan, of Kabul, of Wahind and of Lahore. 
Lahore is written usually in early Mahomedan writings as 
Lohawur, or even Lohur which in Sanskrit would be Lohapura. 

Rao Bahadur Dayaram Sahani has noted in the annual report 
for 1917 (p. 20) three inscriptions belonging to these kings des- 
cribed by him properly enough as kings of Kabul and the 
Panjab, nov/ lying in the Lahore museum. The first belongs to 
Bhima described in the inscription as king of kings, Bhima- 
deva w'ith the mace son of Kalaka ( ma ) lavarman. The other 
tv/o short inscriptions belong to J ayapaladeva who is described 
as son of Bhimadeva. Rao Bahadur Sahani thinks that the title 
varman given to Kamala makes it certain that he Vv^as a Ksha" 
triya and not a Brahmin “as Al-Beruni and those that follow him 
believe”. But it is impossible to ignore the statement of such a 
critical and contemporaneous writer as Al-Beruni. There is no 
reason why he should v/rongly describe these kings as Brahmins. 
The name-ending sufSx whether varman, gupta or dasa is again 
not conclusive as to caste as we find all these three originally 
applicable to Kshatriyas, Vai^yas and Sudras'^respectively, taken 
by Brahmins. But further the dynasty of Kamalu was for 
all practical purposes Kshatriya and it is no wonder if Kamala 
who was actually a king is called Kamalavarman. It may^ 
therefore we think, still be believed that these kings were Brah- 
mins by caste though their marriage relations were made with 
Kshatriya ruling families. Obandanadasa Vaisya, Karayanadas 
Brahmin and Bhagwandas Rajput are other instances. 


- It may be mentioned that Mahidasa Aitareyathe author of Ihe Aitarcya Rigveda Brah- 
mana is treated in legend a son of a Brahmin from a Sudra woman but even then according to 
caste rules then obtaining he would be a Brhamin like Vyasa. Sudasa similarly of the Vedas 
IS wrongly treated from name ending by some as a Sudra king. But Sudasa is a Kshatriya 

name in both the solar and lunar genealogies. Vishnugnpla author of the Pauchatantra 
■was a Brahmin, 



NOTE— MOHYAL BRAHMINS. 

The Lloliyals wbo are a subseot of the SarasvaTa Brahmins and "who 
are found all over the Panjab, the North-Western Frontier; Province and 
even Afghanistan claim with justice and propriety that Jaipal and Ananda- 
pala were Mohyal Brahmins. The Mohyal Brahmins throughout Mahorae- 
dan, Sikh and British times have undoubtedly distinguished themselves as 
great generals and soldiers. Indeed these Brahmins hold that begging or 
trading is prohibited to them. They believe that they are descended from 
Asvatthama and other Brahmin heroes of the Mahabharata. Whatever this 
may bo, it is probable that this Brahmin subcaste became Kshatriya or 
military caste and attained to fame in the days of the Shahi Brahmin kings 
of Kabul, Indeed their case is similar to the case, in later times, of the 
Chitpawan Brahroin?. From the days of Balsji Vishwanath, first IPeshwa, 
the Ohitpawans became a military casto and in the time of the Peshwas 
they were employed both as military and civil officers. Under the British 
they ace employed only in civil services naturally enough. 

The Mohyals are divided into seven esogamous families; Datta, Vaid, 
Bali, Ohhibbar, Mohan, Bamwal and Lawa, Jaipal is said by Mohyals to be 
a Datta with Bharadvaja gotra. It may be mentioned that Rambhuj 
Datta ChGwdhari of Amritsar was a Mohyal Datta and the revenue minister 
to the late Amir of Afghanistan, Dewan Narayandas of Bhera now aged 90, 
is a Mohyal Ohhibbar. It is not necessary here to mention the noted 
Mohyal commanders who distinguished themselves in Mahomedan. Sikh 
and British times. 



CHAPTEE IV 


SABUKTiLGIN AND JAIPAL. 

The history of the conflicts of Turks and Hindus and espe- 
cially of the invasions of India by Mahmud has been written 
in detail by Mahomedan historians from Al-IJtbi a contemp- 
orary of Mahmud to Firishta who lived about 1500 A. D. in the 
Deccan and by European writers from gifted Gibbon down to 
Elliot, Elphinstone &c. and Lane-Poole and Smith, as also 
by noted German and French writers. Dr. Vincent Smith fur- 
ther has brought to bear upon this history his extensive know- 
ledge of Indian epigraphic and numismatic evidence. Yet the 
history requires to be sifted and reconsidered from the Indian 
point of view and in the light of modern Indian research. It 
requires to be examined in the crucible of historical probabili- 
ties and tested by the fire of historical criticism. It is no doubt 
impossible to add many new facts but it is possible to reject 
'some absurd stories and ideas. We shall try to do this in the 
sCicceeding chapters, as far as can be done by bringing to bear 
upon this history the light derived from modern Indian re- 
search and by looking at it from the View-point of the Hindus. 
It may be pointed out that even contemporary historians like 
Utbi who are more to be relied upon than any later writers 
have to be subjected to the usual criticism ; much more so later 
writers like Firishta. 

Sabuktagin having established himself in the principality 
of Ghazni naturally tried to extend his dominion. This small 
principality was like a drop of oil on the surface of the expanse 
of Hindu v/aters. But the oil expanded on all sides till it 
spread, in the days of his son, over the whole expanse of Af- 
ghanistan and the Panjab. Sabuktagin first conquered Kandahar 
and Bust, capital of the Rajput country, as stated before. He 
also conquered and annexed AI-Eukhaj or Arachosia of the 
Greeks which was called “ White India ” by the Parthians 
( Vol. I. p. 191 ). Conquering Kasdar the capital and its king 
he made him a tributary using the coin and name of Sabukta- 
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gin ( Utbi p, 33 ). Having thus secured his rear, Sabukta- 
gin aspired to conquer east and north and naturally came into 
conflict with Jaipal king of Kabul and Wahind. 

It is needless to enquire who was the aggressor, for the 
law among kings and even nations or peoples not only in 
ancient times but even in the twentieth century was and is 
the law of the brute, viz. that the strong should despoil and 
even destroy the weak. Utbi simply says “ Having completed 
the conquest of Kasdar, Sabuktagin directed his thoughts to- 
wards the conquest of the infidels “ To the desire of conquest 
was added the zeal of the true believer “ With sincere 
fervour and pure design of pleasing God he undertook the hard- 
ship of that sacred war and possessed himself of many castles 
and strongholds of those far lands “ By these fortified places 
and territories he augmented the boundaries of his kingdom 
“ But v/hen Jaipal king of Hindustan marked these things and 
saw the line of his frontier continually diminishing and the 
losses caused every moment in his states, that grievance ren- 
dered him inconsolable ” (Utbi. p. 34). He, therefore, attempt- 
ed to muster his full force to oppose Sabuktagin. Utbi relates 
that a strong force composed of many allies entered into the 
territory of Sabuktagin who advanced from Ghazni to meet 
it. There was a terrible conflict lasting for many days. 
“ Eventually Mahmud suggested to his father that in the region 
where the encampment of the accursed lay, the water of 
a ._-^mg was clean and bright, but whenever any impure thing 
was thrown into it, furious winds arose and a bitter cold suc- 
ceeded. Hasiruddin, therefore, commanded that they should 
cast some wine flasks into the fountain. Immediately a grey 
mist spread over the land, extreme cold came and the soldiers 
of Jaipal could not endure their sufferings. He therefore sued 
for peace and on his threatening that all the Rajputs would die 
the death of despair on their swords, peace was granted on 
condition that a large sum of money was given and a number 
of elephants, as also certain fortresses in the country of Jaipal 
were handed over to the Moslems. Thereupon Jaipal retired 
but eventually when in his country he refused to hand over 
the fortresses and imprisoned the men who had come to take 
possession. Sabuktagin who had marched back to Ghazni 
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again set out with his army and plundered Jaipal’s territory, 
massacred the inhabitants and carried away the children and 
cattle as booty” (Utbi. p. 39). He made the territory of Lamghan 

entirely stript and bare and destroying the temples built mosques 
in their place. 


When Jaipal witnessed the destruction of his kingdom 
and the consequences of his treacherous infraction of the treaty 
he found himself powerless to do anything. He, therefore, 
despatched letters to the various princes of India imploring 
aid “An innumerable army assembled and advanced. The 
Amir, whose forces were comparatively few, ordered that suc- 
cessive attacks by cohorts of his horsemen should be made and 
in this way they forced their onward march and terrified the 
infidels. Then they made one simultaneous charge and made 
some prisoners while the rest fled throwing away their weapons 
and incumbrances”. “The judgment of God is upon those 
who stray away from Him and this judgment cannot be eva- 
ded “ The Hindus did not invade again and this territory 
was entirely annexed to the land of Islam and the inhabitants 
brought. beneath the wings of his prosperous care”. “And 
whenever he needed, a thousand horsemen attended his stirrup”. 


Such is the account given by Utbi of the conflicts between 
the Amir Sabuktagin and Jaipal. They were two in number 
and until the end of his reign Sabuktagin does not appear to 
have had any further conflicts with Jaipal worth mentioning, 
his, attention being engaged towards the west in succouring 
his overlord Mansur bin Huh, the Samani king, in increasing 
his influence at his court and in acquiring provinces, so to 
speak, in J aghir. Mahmud is said to have assisted his father 
in both these conflicts as also in his activities in the west 
in the Samani empire. ’ 


Subsequent Mahomedan historians have added to this 
account many more details which may be neglected ; but this 
account itself requires to be subjected to the test of probability 
and historical criticism, Utbi has not given the dates of these 
events and Utbi’s dates are often faulty ( Elliot II ). Sabukta- 
gin ruled from 977 to 997 A. D. and these events may be taken to 
have happened about 980 to 985 A. D. ■ If the date of Mahmud’s 
birth be taken as October 971, he would be too young to take 
4 
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part in thesG wars but if it be taken four years earlier, he would 
be then from 14 -to 17 years of age and a young prince of 
this age in the east is considered fit,^ and is allowed, to take 
part in actual fighting. But he can not be taken to be able to 
give counsel to his father or to insist on continuing hostilities 
to the bitter end, as later Mahomedan historians represent. 
Then again, the supernatural element in the account has to be 
given up and we may believe that the intense cold and mist 
or snowfall which came to discomfit the Hindus in the first 
battle was a natural phenomenon and was not caused by any 
supernatural agency. The story of the water of the fountain 
in the Hindu camp being defiled may, however, be believed in 
as the Rajputs of those days, at least the reigning kings, 
abstained from wine, as even Arab writers testify ( See Vol. II 
p. 185). Especially Jaipal being a Brahmin must certainly 
have abstained from wine. The spoiling again of the water 
from which the enemy drinks is a measure which is often 
resorted to in war. It is advocated even in the Mahabharata. 
It was practised in ancient western fights and was resorted to 
even in the last European War. Handicapped for want of 
pure water to drink and harassed . by the intense cold of the 
inclement adventitious weather to which the soldiers of the 
plains of Northern India were not accustomed, this confederacy 
of Indian princes failed to achieve its object. But it was not 
defeated and the Rajputs were ready to sell their lives dearly 
if necessary. It seems probable that the negotiations -for peace 
at this first battle must have ended in honourable terms of 
peace, viz; the payment of an indemnity and the present of a num- 
ber of elephants. And the allies must have returned home. 

This view is further supported by Indian epigraphic 
evidence ( as already stated in Vol. II p. 127 ) which shows 
that the Chandella king Dhanga who appears to have taken 
part in this confederacy of Indian princes is declared to be 
“the equal of Hammira”. This battle was most probably a 
drawn one and the Indian allies returned in consequence of 
inclement weather. The battle may be taken to have been ' 
fought in 980 A. D. Dhanga began his reign about 950 and 
ruled long till about 1000 A. D. and died when he was above 
a hundred years old. 
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When Firishta and other later historians write that kings 
of Delhi, Aimer, Kanauj and Kalaniar took part in this war, 
they certainly exaggerate and bring kings of later renown 
into the affair. We know and have seen that Delhi was in» 
significant in 'i'SO A. D.; it is not even mentioned by Al-Beruni 
in bis geographical chapter on India. And Ajmer had not even 
been founded ; and the Chauhan kings of Sambhar were not so 
strong as to send a contingent. Bhoja of Malwa came later 
still, i. e. in 1010 A. D. to the throne. Al-Utbi has not given 
the names of the countries in India whose kings took part in 
this general endeavour. And Indian epigraphic evidence 
speaks of Dhanga only. Kanauj or the imperial Hindu king- 
dom of Northern India might have taken part in the confede- 
racy. From the Chamba Gazetteer we find that its king Sahila- 
varman took part in this religious war. 

Utbi’s account of the second battle seems to be of more 
doubtful credibility. In the first place the first defeat of the 
Hindus was only nominal and the delivery of fortresses in 
Jaipal’s territory was a condition too exacting. Secondly, if it 
had been agreed upon, Jaipal was not the man treacherously to 
break it as soon as he was safe within his own country. The 
Brahmin kings of Kabul, like in fact the Eajput kings of the 
whole of India at this time, were men of honour. Even Al- 
Beruni praises this high character; Mahomedan though he 
was, he was a truthful observer of the Hindus and their charac- 
ter and he gives a very flattering description of the probity 
and goodness of these kings of Kabul “ In all their grandeur ” 
he remarks ( Vol. II Sachau p. 10 ) “ they never slackened their 
ardent desire for doing what was good and right; they are 
men of noble sentiment and noble bearing.” Thirdly, it is not 
possible that kings of different countries in India would again 
combine so soon after their first attempt had failed. Lastly, if 
the combined army was so vast as to number about one lakh of 
men and included several hundreds of elephants, the tactics of 
Sabuktagin in attacking them incessantly with bodies of 500 
horsemen could not have succeeded and the Hindus could not 
have been so signally defeated. Sir Vincent Smith mentions 
here the fact that Alexander had adopted the same tactics in 
his battle with Porus. But Alexander’s cavalry was disciplined 
and Sabuktagin’s cavalry could not have been a disciplined 
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force in the sense that Alexander’s cavalry was. The Rajputs 
too were not less known for their cavalry and it is impossible 
to believe that in such a vast force there was no cavalry with 
the Hindus- The Pratiharas of Kanauj were, even according 
to Arab writers, known for their numerous and efficient cavalry. 
And the Kanauj monarch, the foremost king and emperor in 
Middle India contiguous to the kingdom of Jaipal, must have 
been one of the allies assembled to assist Jaipal and he is 
actually mentioned as taking part. The probability is that this 
account of the second battle is an exaggerated one containing a 
repetition of the story of the assembling of allies with a vast force. 
It seems that Sabuktagin must again have invaded the territory 
of Jaipal after some time on one pretext or another or on no 
pretext whatever for reasons stated in the beginning. And 
Jaipal must have opposed him with such force as he could 
muster from his own kingdom and he was signally defeated. 
He lost much of his territory upto the Indus but not the whole 
of Gandhara. He may have lost the southern part of it includ- 
ing Bannu, for he still appears to be ruling in Parshawar 
and Wahind as we shall presently see. 

Sabuktagin appears to have thoroughly incorporated the 
conquered territory with his own kingdom, by forcible conver- 
sion of the people to Mahomedanism. Elliot thinks that both 
the battles may have been fought in the valley of Lamghan or 
Jalalabad (II. p. 436). And Lamghan south and north of Kabul 
river must have been lost to Jaipal. The story of the conversion 
of the Aspahdad of Kabul, incidently related by Al-Beruni, 
must have belonged to this period and not to the time of 
Alptagin as is supposed by some ( Elliot II p. 420 ), as it 
appears that Jaipal was long called king of Kabul also. 

After this affair, according to IJtbi, Sabuktagin’s attention 
was absorbed by his affairs in the Samani pmpire, and this was 
feasible as his eastern frontier up to the moutain range to the 
west of the Indus was now safe. Mansur died about this time 
and he was succeeded by his son Huh who called upon his 
services in crushing certain rebellions in his provinces and 
Sabuktagin gladly and loyally gave this assistance and quelled 
the rebellions. He was rewarded with the governorship of 
Khorasan and Sabuktagin appointed Mahmud to that post. 



SABUKTAGIN AND JAIPAL 


29 


Mahmud was here attacked by a rebel, Abu AH, and in the fierce 
battle fought with him Mahmud distinguished himself by his 
personal bravery. In this battle Hindu soldiers and elephants 
were used by Mahmud. As we shall have to explain elsewhere, 
Hindu soldiers had no objection to fight for anyone who paid 
them. But the chief thing to be pointed out here is that Mah-^. 
mud could use elephants with great advantage and the cavalry 
of the enemy could not do any thing against them. “ The war 
elephants seized the horsemen with their trunks and broke their 
backs beneath their feet until innumerable people perished on 
that battle-field ”. ( Utbi p. 162 ). 

Eventually Sabuktagin became so powerful in the Samani 
empire by means of his powerful and disciplined army that he 
could make and unmake viziers at Bokhara the capital of the 
Samani kings, as Shahaji could make and unmake kings in 
Hizamshahi and even kept the Samani emperor Huh in 
fear of himself as Shahaji was feared at Bijapur. Sabuktagin 
usually resided at Balkh and not at Ghazni latterly and even- 
tually died there He intended to return to Ghazni but that 
was not to be. He left the Ghazni kingdom to his son Ismail 
by will, probably thinking that Mahmud would be satisfied 
with his governorship of Khorasan at the capital of which viz : 
Nishapur he resided. This was again something like what 
happened to Shivaji. Shahaji left his own acquisitions at Ban- 
galore to his other son and left Shivaji to remain content with 
the Poona Jaghir. Apparently Mahmud and Shivaji, though 
more capable, were less favourite with their fathers than their 
brothers. However in both cases the more capable son asserted 
himself and eventually became the master of the whole, 
estate. It is needless to relate at length how Mahmud laid 
claim to Ghazni and the treasure amassed there and being 
opposed advanced on ’Ghazni, fought a battle with Ismail 
before its walls, defeated him and eventually took him prisoner. 
In this battle “ black masses of elephants fought on the side of 
Ismail but to no avail Elephants were useful within certain 
limits and Sabuktagin like other Mahomedan kings kept 
elephants and used them in fighting. Haturally these were at 
this time in the hands of Ismail whose incapacity, however, pre- 
vented him from using them with effect. By this battle Mahmud' 
became the master of the Ghaznavide kingdom in 997 A. D. 



CHAPTER V. 

MAHMUD AUD JAIPAL. 

After coming to the throne, Mahmud’s attention was for 
a time directed towards the west. • From the Samani emperor 
Huh, he requested investiture with his father’s dignities and 
Huh confirmed him in the government of Balkh, Herat, Bost and 
Sarmadh. As to the governorship of Hishapur ( Khorasan ) and 
the generalship of the army the new emperor Mansur, Hub’s 
son, thought they might ' remain with Bektuzun a loyal and 
capable servant of the state who had meanwhile been entrusted 
with them. But Mahmud would not tolerate this and moved 
with his army against Bektuzun; but when Mansur himself 
advanced against him, he was loyal enough not to attack his 
master and retired to a safe distance. But the Samani kingdom 
was now nearing its end and certain unscrupulous officers 
seized the young emperor Mansur and put out the eyes of that 
young and handsome prince. Mahmud in rage moved against 
these rebellious officers who fled with the new king whom they 
had raised to the throne in place of Mansur. Mahmud refused 
allegiance to this puppet and declared himself independent 
king of Khorasan and Ghazni. The Khalif Kadir Billa of 
Baghdad acknowledged him as sovereign ruler and sent him n 
robe of investiture and conferred upon him the title Yaminud-. 
daulat-va-Aminulmillat (right hand of the empire and guardian 
of religion). Mahmud received the messenger with great 
honour and the title assumed by him as independent king was 
not Amir which he and his father used already but Sultan a 
title never used before him by any Mahomedan king. This 
title after him became general and Amir came down to signify 
a subordinate Sardar. TJtbi records that Mahmud ruled justly 
and wisely in Khorasan and secured happiness to the people. 
As to the Samani capital Bokhara, as already stated, it was 
subsequently seized by Ilekkhan the Turkish king of Kashgar 
who imprisoned and eventually probably put to death all the 
representatives of the Samani dynasty which thus came to an 
end in the beginning of the reign of Mahmud. This was just 
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like what happened at Bijapur. Shivaji proclaimed himself king 
by his Rajyabhisheka or religious ceremony of coronation at 
the hands of Gagabhatta who gave him the new title of 
Chhatrapati, as the Mahomedan religious head at Baghdad 
gave the necessary religious sanction to the assumption of 
independence by Mahmud and gave him the new title of Sultan. 
And Shivaii’s overlord, the Bijapur Sultan, was soon over- 
throv/n after this by Aurangjeb, the Ilekkhan of India, who 
removed the last claimant of Bijapur to Delhi and annexed the 
remaining territory of Bijapur to the Mogul empire. The 
actions of destiny working through human nature which is the 
same every where must necessarily be usually similar. 

These events happened between 997 and 1000 A. D. ( the 
Samani kingdom ending five years later in 1005 A. D, ) and 
Mahmud became the master of a large portion of the Samani 
kingdom including Khorasan. He was engaged in conquering 
Sistan, another province of the Samani kingdom when news 
reached him that J aipal was arming himself; probably Mahmud’s 
generals had attacked Jaipal’s dominions and he was preparing 
for a conflict. With the suddenness of resolve and celerity 
of movement which distinguished this great vanquisher as also 
Shivaji, Ma,hmud moved from the west and entered the terri- 
tory of J aipal at the head of 15,000 cavalry. For such sudden 
movements, cavalry is best suited and we find both Mahmud 
and Shivaji using cavalry on such occasions. “Pershawar 
(Peshawar) was in the midst of the land of Hindustan” 
( Utbi p. 280 ) which means that Jaipal was still master of this 
part west of the Indus, with his capital at Wahind, It appears 
that JaipaTs preparations were not complete. He delayed 
the commencement of the battle in order that those men 
of his army who were coming up should arrive ( Utbi p. 81 ). 
But the Sultan saw his opportunity and at once attacked 
Jaipal. The battle was bloody and by, mid-day 5000 of the 
infidels were cut in half by the sword. And Jaipal with 
all his family and children and several ofidcers was taken 
prisoner. “ The booty in ornaments was incalculable. So 
many .necklaces were found on the necks of the princely 
prisoners and of the wounded and the slain, set with . rubies 
and pearls and d.iamondS, that the. army of . Islam, obtained 
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unlimited riches The rage of Hindu kings and nobles fot 
ornaments has been marked even by Arab travellers (See 
Vol. II, p. 187); but it is strange that Jaipal and his Sardars 
and even soldiers should have gone to the battle-field, bedecked 
as if for a marriage procession. It seems probable that they 
were not prepared for battle and were attacked when encamped. 
•“ Thousands of children and young people and girls were 
obtained from that country and all those provinces of India 
which were on the side of Khorasan (i. e. on the west of the 
Indus) submitted to the Sultan.” This victory took place on 
the 8th of Mohorrum in the year 393 H. (1001 A. D.) and “the, 
nev/s of it spread to the most distant horizon.” (Utbi p. 383). 

Such was the memorable battle fought on the plains of 
Peshav/ar in 1001 A. D. which put an end to the dominion of 
the Hindus to the west of the Indus and even their future 
existence there. For the Sultan finished his victory by push- 
ing on to Wahind the capital of Jaipal and conquered and 
captured that place. This place could not be Bhatinda as is 
supposed by some as the latter would be too distant from Pesha- 
war, being on the south of the Sutlej. Mahmud could not have 
traversed the whole of the Panjab with his limited force as 
stated already and as pointed out long ago by Elliot ( II p. 438). 
The whole country to the west of the Indus, or on the side of 
Khorasan in the words of .Utbi, was annexed and not , only 
brought under Mahomedan rule but entirely “purified from 
filthy ungodliness” by the forcible conversion of the people. 
“ The soldiers of India in the hills and castles of these frontiers 
who stirred up violence and wickedness were made the food 
of swords and the subject of justice”. The frontier tribes 
gave trouble to Mahmud as they do now and he punished them 
severely. Their conversion and the conversion of the people 
to the west of the Indus generally belongs to this period. Mahmud 
thus not only knew how to annex provinces but also knew 
how to cement his annexations by forcible conversion, a subject 
on which we shall have to speak at length later on. - 

With regard to Jaipal and his family, Mahmud is said to 
have ordered their detention in a fortress in Khorasan. Whe- 
ther Jaipal was taken to such a distant place or not, it appears 
that Mahmud soon released him, taking; from him 50 elephants 
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ss ransom and his son as hostage and dismissed him to his 
kingdom which now lay to the east of the Indus. Instead of 
returning to it, J aipal, feeling deeply the ignominy of his cap- 
ture and imprisonment and being perhaps very old, thought 
himself unfit to rule and burnt himself on a pyre as many 
Hindus, even kings, in those days did. Utbi says that a letter 
was received by his son who v/as a hostage with Mahmud 
announcing this self-immolation and this son who was Ananda- 
pala himself, the successor of Jaipal, Mahmud set at liberty and 
allowed peacefully to go and rule his kingdom. The tragic 
end of Jaipal and his long life, unfortunate throughout its 
length, cannot but raise our pity and admiration for his 
dignified death. 

Mahmud after ithis event consolidated his power in the 
west by entering into a formal alliance vfith Ilekkhan the Turk 
who had taken Bokhara by this time. Mahmud obtained the 
southern provinces, of the Samani kingdom, Khorasan and 
others, while Ilekkhan retained Mawarun-nahar the province 
to the north of the Oxus, with Bokhara the principal city of 
the Samani kingdom. Mahmud appears to have strengthened 
this peace with Ilekkhan by marrying his daughter to his son. 
Thus secure in the west of his kingdom, Mahmud was free to 
devote his attention to Hindustan the riches and idols of 
which tempted his desire and offended his, religious,, zeal. It 
need not iDe supposed, however, that India was the sole or 
chief subject of thought with Mahmud henceforward. For 
his activities and his energies required, and. found scope,. in, 
watcMng.the west as well as the east and are described with 
equal detail by Utbi. "We will, however, properly enough con" 
fine our attention now to Mahmud’s doings in reference to 
India. It is sometimes represented that Mahmud made a vow 
to make every year a religious expedition to India. This is, 
however, not only not correct in fact but is also an afterthought 
of Mahmud’s later chroniclers and Utbi mentions no such vow. 



CHAPTER VI. 

EXPEDITION TO BHATIA. 

Later Mahojnedan historians have counted these expedi- 
tions as twelve and this number has become traditional even 
with European historians. That they were more than twelve 
cannot be doubted and Elliot enumerates seventeen expeditions 
in a detailed note in an appendix to his second volume. It is 
not necessary to discuss here the question of the number of 
these expeditions which is more academic than important and 
we will describe these expeditions in detail without numbering 
them. The next expedition which Mahmud undertook was 
against Bhatia. Unfortunately the exact position of Bhatia 
cannot yet be fixed as historians differ most materially on this 
subject and as we find no arguments strong enough to decide 
in favour of any particular place. We will first give the de- 
scription of this expedition as per Utbi (p. 332-24). “When 
the Sultan concluded the settlement of the affairs of Sistan, he 
determined on executing his design for the conquest of Bahatia. 
He passed over the Sihun ( Indus ) and the province of Multan 
and encamped before Bahatia. The city had walls which could 
be reached only by eagles and the watchman on it, if he liked, 
might give kisses on the lips of the planet Venus (11!). It had 
a moat like the girdling sea with a deep and wide abyss. The 
king relying on his migthy heroes came out of the city and gave 
engagement. For three days the Sultan fought and on the 
fourth when the sun arrived in the middle of the ocean of the 
sky, the cry of ‘God is great ’ rose to the heavens and the 
Moslems made a charge which wiped out the blackness of those 
infidels. Most of the enemy fled into the fortress, but the 
champions of religion seized upon the passage to the fort. 
Young men of the army filled up the moat and widened the 
passage. Bijairai escaped by a rope from the fortress into a 
fissure of the mountain and sought refuge in a wood, where he 
was pursued ; but he drew his khanjar and killed himself with 
it. As for his army the greater part passed through the sword. 
jA. hundred and sixty elephants were captured. The Sultan 
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made that place a station in order that the country might be 
cleansed from the odiousness of idolatry. And he drew the 
people under the bond of Islam, arranged the construction of 
mosques and appointed Imams. During his return many 
misfortunes befell the army, men and baggage were destroyed, 
many suffered from disgrace and fear ; but the precious life of 
the Sultan was saved. Abul-Fath Bosti, Mahmud’s confidante, 
gave him excellent counsel and refused his consent to such 
aims and enterprizes but the Sultan did not accept his advice”. 

We have given this long description from the pen of Utbi 
both to show his poetical manner of description and the diffi- 
culties which consequently arise. Utbi was not an eye-witness 
of these events and he, a secretary of Mahmud, wrote from 
information. It is first difficult to understand why this ex- 
pedition to such a distant place was resolved upon. Utbi 
assigns no reason. Subsequent historians have stated that 
Biiairai was a subordinate of Jaipal and did not pay his quota 
of the tribute to be paid to Mahmud. But that was no reason for 
Mahmud to attack Bijairai^ Moreover it does not appear that 
any tribute was promised to be paid by J aipal when he was 
released by Mahmud, Uor was Anandapala allowed to depart 
on condition of payment of tribute. In fact Mahmud had 
despoiled a large portion of Jaipal’s territory and that was 
sufficient compensation. The cause of this war was, therefore, 
some thing else than this and Utbi gives no clue. The Bhatia 
king was perhaps a powerful independent king to the south- 
west of Multan who laid claim to territory on the western 
side of the Indus and incited the people there. The Bhattis 
were originally masters of Zabulistan as we have already seen. 
The surmise that Jaipal, Anandapala and others were not 
Brahmins but were Bhattis is not correct according to our 
view. Though the name-ending changed here from deva to 
pala in the Brahmin Shahi line, it. does not indicate a change 
of dynasty for deva is as much taken by Kshatriya kings as 
pala and the Shahi kings though Brahmins were practically 
Kshatriyas, marrying Kshatriya princesses and giving daugh- 
ters to Kshatriya princes. In fine, it does not appear that 
Mahmud determined to march against Bhatia because the 
king of the place was an offending relation of Jaipah 
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"VvTiateyer the reason which induced Mahmud to undertake 
this difficult and distant expedition, he executed it with his 
usual vigour and completeness- Bijairai (Vijayaraja) also ap- 
pears to have fought bravely and refused to become a prisoner 
and killed himself before the same disgrace as befell Jaipal 
could overtake him. The fighting inhabitants of Bhatia pro- 
bably mostly died on the battle-field and the others accepted 
Islam. No mention is made of persons taken into captivity, 
or of any plunder. This expedition, therefore, does not appear 
to have been undertaken for the sake of plunder or the destruc- 
tion of any famous idol. The place and the people were in 
dangerous proximity to the territory of Ghazni on the west 
bank of the Indus and hence probably its complete subjugation 
and conversion. 

Where was this place ? That it was an important place 
there is no doubt; for Al-Beruni mentions Bhatia in his geo- 
graphy as a place further than Multan which was to the west of 
Bazan. Now Multan itself is not to the west of Bazan exactly, 
but a little to the north-west and Bhatia may be to the south- 
west of Multan and not to the north-west of it. Thus it cannot 
be Bahawalpur which has further no mountain near it. But it 
may be mentioned that the description of the fort or city of 
Bhatia shows that it was not in the immediate vicinity of a 
mountain. For a mountain fort cannot have a deep moat round 
it, though it may have a wall reaching the heavens. Plainly 
Utbi writes poetically and without personal knowledge, Mah- 
mud is said to have passed the territory of Multan and therefore 
he must have come to the south-west of Multan. He is described 
as crossing the Indus only and not any other river ; so that 
this town may have been to the south-west of Multan between 
the Indus and the Sutlej which agrees with its situation given 
by Al-Beruni, Pirishta, when stating that Bijairai took shelter 
in the wood on the bank of the Indus, may be right, if we take 
this Bhatia as situated between the Sutlej and the Indus. 

Elliot, however, is for correcting the reading and instead 
of Bahatia would read Bhera and place it in the north-west (?) 
of Multan, somewhere under the Salt Range on the left bank of 
the Jhelum (p. 440), He would look upon the Palas of Wahind, 
d'aipal and Anandapala as Bhattis and relations of Bijairai, 
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But this guess is not correct as stated above and is also not 
necessary. Elliot, no doubt, rightly observes that for this ex- 
pedition Mahmud came via Bannu through Kurram valley, 
crossed the Indus and came to Bhatia by the border of Multan 
without entering it. As we shall presently see, Mahmud did 
not like to create difficulties by entering foreign and also 
hostile territory viz. that of Anandapala or of Multan and he 
took the most circuitous road. But this does not fix the posi- 
tion of Bhatia to the north-west of Multan, for in that case 
Mahmud would not have had to even go along the border of 
Multan territory. The difficulty created by Utbi’s statement 
that Bijairai took refuge in a mountain-wood would be remov- 
ed by looking upon it as an hyperbolical description and by 
holding that there were only hills in the neighbourhood of 
Bhatia. In any case no modern town can be fixed upon as 
representing this Bhatia and we must leave it unidentified, 
simply stating that it v/as a town well-known in the days 
of Al-Beruni south-west of Multan and betv/een the Indus 
and the Sutlej. 



NOTE.— BHATIA. 


(1) The Bahawalpur Gazetteer looks upon Bhatinda as Bhatia (p. 32) 
and states “ In 1004 A. D. Mahmud was engaged in the reduction of 
Bhatinda whoso governor Raja Bijai Rai had revolted against the suzerain 
Anandapala and had molested Mahmud’s deputies,” “In the next campaign 
Mahmud advanced on Multan by way of Bhatinda.” Both these state- 
ments do not seem to he probable from what Utbi has stated about the 
march of Mahmud. (2) The Imperial Gazetteer under Bhatnair (Hanu- 
mangarh) Bikaner states states that it is believed that that was the place 
Mahmud attacked in 1004 A. D. but adds that this is doubtful. (3) The 
Bikaner Gazetteer makes the same remark and adds that the fort was 
taken by Timur from a Bhati chief named Raja Dulchand and was de- 
scribed as an extremely strong and fortified place “ renowned throughout 
Hindustan ” (p. 397). (4) The Jaisalmer Gazetteer gives the ancient tradi- 
tion of the Bhatis as follows; — “They were descended from Jadu and 
after the dispersion of the Yadavas from Mathura they went beyond the 
Indus and a king named Gaj founded the city of Gazni. They were sub- 
sequently defeated by a Khorasan chief and they reorossed the Indus 
and settled in the Panjab. They regained Ghazni but in the time of 
Baland, they were driven out of Ghazni. Baland’s son Bhati conquered 
many of the neighbouring chiefs. He was succeeded by his son 
Mangalrao, whose fortune was not equal to that of his father; and 
who on being attacked by the king of Ghazni abandoned bis kingdom and 
fled across the Sutlej and found refuge in the Indian desert which has 
been ever since the home of his descendants.” This tradition supports to 
some extent the existence of a town of Bhatis somewhere between 
the Indus and the Sutlej which was destroyed by the Turks and the Bhatis 
then crossed the Sutlej and entering the desert settled in Jaisalmere, 



CHAPTER VII. 

EXPEDITION AGAINST MULTAN. 

Knowing tlmt Mahmud was engaged in a distant war. 
Ilekkhan’s army invaded Mahmud’s territory in the west and he 
himself taking the aid of Kadir Khan of Chin crossed the Jihun 
(Oxus). Mahmud getting information returned like light- 
ning to Ghazni and proceeded to Balkh. A terrible battle was 
fought with Ilekkhan who was signally defeated and he fled 
beyond the Oxus. In this battle, Utbi records, Mahmud’s 
army was composed of Turks, Khiljis, Afghans and Hindus and 
there were five hundred elephants which Mahmud posted in 
the centre and Mahmud himself rode a furious elephant, attack- 
ed the personal guard of Ilekkhan of five hundred select Turks 
and killed many of them by his own elephant. This shows 
that materials which, with incapable leaders, were of little 
avail could be used with effect by a capable commander. The 
same Hindu soldiers and elephants who could not secure vic- 
tory to Jaipal were used by Mahmud with conspicuous effici- 
ency against his own Turks. 

Mahmud returning to Ghazni resolved upon capturing 
Multan and driving away the heretic Mahomed an governor 
there. Multan was at this time an independent state, Maho- 
medan Sind being divided into two kingdoms, Multan in the 
north and Mansura in the south. The king of Multan was a 
Mahomedan but he belonged to the Karmatian sect. This sect 
was founded by one Abdulla bin Maimun, a Persian, He 
preached that the seventh Imam was the last Imam. He denied 
resurrection and believed in incarnation. This sect was 
driven out of Persia and coming to India found many adhe- 
rents here. ( Indeed these two doctrines were perhaps taken 
from Hindu philosophy ). There were esoteric doctrines also 
such as the sacredness of the numbers 7 and 12, stages of initia- 
tion, mystical interpretations and so on which are always 
catching with religious simple minds, especially in India. The 
governor and many people in Multan were Karmatians and 
Mahmud who was a staunch Mahomedan properly resolved 
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to wipe out this heresy from India. Indeed it appears that th6 
father of the governor of Multan had been driven out of 
Khorasan by Sabuktagin. 

Mahmud knew the difficulties and dangers of the direct 
route to Multan. While returning from Bhatia, as stated 
before, his army was harassed, his baggage was lost and even 
his life was in danger, how and where the discreet Utbi does 
not even mention much less describeo He was a court his- 
torian; he poetically describes at length Mahmud’s victories 
but is very succinct in describing his reverses. Possibly the 
people in the country of Bhatia, exasperated at the tragic fate 
of their king and their capital, rose against Mahmud and 
harassed him as he returned. More probably still, the trouble- 
some tribesmen who inhabited the valleys and mountain gorges 
on the frontier of the present H. W. Frontier Province, attack- 
ed Mahmud. Whatever the exact nature of the difficulties, 
Mahmud this time preferred a less troublesome though circui- 
tous route to Multan and requested permission from Ananda- 
pala the king of the Panjab to pass through bis territory. This 
proves that Anandapala was king in the Panjab at least and 
was an independent king. But he refused permission as the 
governor of Multan was his ally. It is said that the governor 
had even assisted Jaipal in his great battle with Sabuktagin. 
Mahmud, however, would not have a refusal and resolved first 
to attack Anandapala and then Multan, Anandapala was 
defeated and pursued till he fled into Kashmir. The place 
where this battle was fought is described as situate in the pro- 
vince of Peshawar by Elliot but Peshawar was already in the 
possession of Mahmud. It must have been some place in the 
Panjab on the east of the Indus. Utbi does not give the place 
at all. He simply says So the king commanded his army to 
plunder and destroy and burn the villages and cities”. “ And 
they cast Anandapala from one strait iuto another until they 
expelled him into the province of Kashmir”. “When Abdul 
Futah saw the fate of Anandapala he packed up Ms treasures 
and sent them on backs of camels to Serendib (Ceylon) and fled.” 

Mahmud entered Multan and finding the citizens involved 
in heresy fined them a heavy sum. “The account of this 
stand for religion passed to all cities and even went to Egypt 
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and the main source of infidelity and heresy in these parts was 
cutoff.” (Utbip. 328-329). It appears that along with Kar- 
matian heresy, there was also the schism about the Khilafat, 
While some followed the Khalifa of Baghdad as the true Kha- 
lifa, others followed the Khalifa of Egypt whose name was 
read in the Khutba. Mahmud was of course the champion of 
the Khalifas of Baghdad and had even declined to accept a 
robe of honour sent by the Khalifa of Egypt, 

By what route Mahmud went and returned from Multan 
is not clearly stated by Utbi. But it seems possible that he 
did not go via Bhatinda as stated by some later historians ; 
and Elliot properly holds that he must have gone by the road 
of Bhera i. e. from the north (Elliot II p. 432). In what year 
this expedition was undertaken is also not clear. Some his- 
torians place it after the defeat of Ilekkhan while others place 
it before that event, Elliot inclines to the latter view, follow- 
ing Utbi. But Utbi’s dates are not always consecutive and 
he does not give the year of this event. We have, however® 
given it before this expedition to Multan in order to fit 
in the very important account of Anandapala s letter given 
by Al-Beruni (Vol, II p. 10), already quoted in Vol, I of 
our history (p. 199.) “ I learn the Turks have rebelled against 
you. If you wish, I shall come myself or send my son with a 
force of 500 horse, 1000 soldiers and 100 elephants. I have been 
conquered by you and wish that another man should not con- 
quer you.” This chivalrous offer could not have been made by 
Anandapala after he had been causelessly attacked and 
defeated by Mahmud when the latter proceeded through 
his country to attack Multan. Internationally speaking, 
Anandapala’s refusal to, allow Mahmud to pass through his 
territory to attack a friendly state like Multan or even a neu- 
tral one was proper and just, as indeed his conduct had gener- 
ally been even according to Al-Beruni. But strong powers 
disregard such obstacles ; as Germany did when Belgium refused 
her permission in the recent European War to pass through 
her territory to attack France and drew the attack of Germany 
on herself first. And Mahmud acted like Germany and first 
dealt with and punished Anandapala. After this plainly un- 
fair conduct of Mahmud, Anandapala could not have written 
6 
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the above letter. He, in fact, became a stern enemy of Mah 
mud as Al-Beruni himself tells us ; but the cause he assign 
is different. “ The same prince Anandapala cherished opposite 
feelings when his son was made a prisoner ; but this Trilocha 
napala was the opposite of his father”, i. e. was on friendl 
terms with the Mahomedans and had love and respect foi 
them. When Trilochanapala was made a prisoner cannot be 
determined. He might have fallen into Mahmud’s hands 
even in this expedition against Multan; and subsequently 
released with honour which may have made him of a different 
frame of mind. Ho doubt Al-Beruni, when giving the above 
substance of Anandapala’s letter, adds the remark ‘that their 
relations were strained’ when the letter was written. But 
this expression can not cover an actual attack by Mahmud on 
Anandapala and his pursuit from place to place till he fled 
into Kashmir, and may refer to previous ordinary relations 
which were never friendly. 

Mahmud while returning from Multan does not appear to have 
seized any territory of Anandapala thoi|gh, as stated before, he 
had plundered and devastated it. W^en Mahmud retired 
beyond the Indus, Anandapala must have returned to his terri- 
tory feeling his defeat bitterly and, as we shall presently 
relate, resolved to make a desperate effort to crush the power 
of the Ghaznavide ruler. 



CHAPTER VIII 


(A) FINAL FIGHT OF THE COMBINED HINDUS. 

Anandapala called to his aid the several kings of India 
and Eirishta gives a very exaggerated account of this final 
effort of combined Hindus to crush the growing danger to 
their religion and independence. But Utbi does not give 
any such general aspect to this effort. As usual, the truth 
lies between the two. Marathi Bakhars, we know well, exag- 
gerate incidents as time roils on, each later Bakhar adding to 
the marvellous. Indeed this is also true of even the ancient 
history of India, each later edition of the Ramayana or the 
Mahabharata adding to the marvellous element in the story, 
Mahomedan historians are not an exception and cannot resist 
the natural temptation to add to the marvellous. Thus Firi- 
shta states ( Elliot II p. 446 ) : — 

"In the year 399 H (1008 A.D.), Mahmud having collected 
his forces determined to invade ^Hindustan and punish 
Anandapala who had shown much insolence during the late 
invasion of Multan. Anandapala invited the aid of other 
Hindu kings who now considered the expulsion of the Maho- 
medans from India as a sacred duty. Accordingly, Rajas of 
TJjjain, Gwalior, Kalanjar, Kanauj, Delhi and Ajmer entered 
into a confederacy and collected an army greater than ever had 
marched against Sabuktagin. Anandapala himself took com- 
mand and advanced against Mahmud. The two armies met 
on the plains of Peshawar and encamped facing each other. 
They remained so for 40 days, neither side showing any eager- 
ness to come to action. The troops of the idolaters daily in- 
creased. The infidel Gakkhars also joined them in great 
strength. The Hindu females sold their jewels and sent the 
proceeds from distant parts to supply their husbands with 
necessaries. Those who were poor contributed from their earn-’ 
ings by spinning cotton and other labour ”, 

This is certainly an exaggerated account when we oom« 
pate it with what the contemporary tJtbi states about this 
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fight. “When the Sultan arrived on the bank of the Waman 
Wahal-bin-Abdbal came to confront him with a mimerou 
army. And from morning to evening the fire of battle burnt 
And it had nearly happened that the army of the Sultan wa. 
worsted and the infidels had obtained the high hand. How- 
ever, the promise respecting victory to the word of Islam wa*^ 
fulfilled and the Sultan with his ov/n guards made a charg 
under which the feet of the rebels were unable to stand 
(Utbi p. 340—41). 

The statement of Firishta that ladies contributed to the 
expenses of the soldiers by selling their ornaments and by 
receipts from spinning and other labour is simply an exaggera- 
tion. The kings of India were rich enough to support their 
soldiers and contributions from merchants and from rich tem- 
ples could have been taken if necessary. The coming together 
again of contingents from several Hindu kingdoms may be 
believed in, though not mentioned by Utbi, as the force 
gathered was evidently so' large as to make the result of the 
fight tremble in the balance for a time. Moreover, Indian 
epigraphic evidence is in support of some kings comiug to 
assist Anandapala. But, as before, the names of the states 
given by Firishta are mentioned from imagination working on 
the basis of later history. Ujjain does not appear to have taken 
part though Bhoia was then ruling Malwa and was strong enough 
to send a contingent. As will be stated in Paramara history, 
Bhoja i§ said in an inscription to have fought with the Turks 
but is said to have conquered them. Kalanjar certainly took 
part in this conflict, the king being Ganda, following the ex- 
ample of his father Dhanga who had taken part in the previous 
combined effort against Sabuktagin. Kanauj of course must 
have sent a contingent as it was the Imperial power of nor- 
thern India. Gwalior was subordinate to Kalanjar and there 
was a feudatory powerful king belonging to the Kachhapa- 
gh§ta (modern Kachhwaha) clan and a contingent from 
Gwalior might have taken part though inscriptions yet found 
do not mention the fact. Delhi and Ajmer were either not yet 
founded or were not able to take any part in the conflict. 
Many Panjab chiefs, however, subordinate to Anandapala may 
^ave joined him. Firishta does not mention Kashmir and the 
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Rajatarangim also does not allude to any contingent being sent 
fco assist Anandapala on this occasion. However, it seems 
undoubted that a formidable force was collected by Ananda- 
pala for this heroic effort to protect Hindustan from the nev/ 
power at Ghazni which threatened to destroy its independence 
and its religion. 

Firishta places this decisive battle in the plain of Pesha- 
war, but Elliot does not think this probable. IJtbi has not 
mentioned the site of the engagement. But as Wahind and 
the territory to the west of the Indus was already under Mah- 
mud, he might have taken steps to meet the enemy in his own 
' land, like a consummate commander. Utbi mentions the bank 
of the Wamand (p. 340) but what river it is cannot be deter- 
mined. He also does not mention whether the river was crossed 
and if so by whom. The Gazetteer of the Attcck district 
places this battle in the plain of Chhachh lying in that district 
between Attock and Hazro, and the Rawalpindi Gazetteer 
reiterates the statement. Both opine that the battle was fought 
between Mahmud and 5.nandapala Shahi Kabul king who was 
also master of the Paniab. The king’s name as read in Utbi 
is Wabal-bin-Abdbal, but this is certainly a misreading ; the 
last name is no doubt Anandapala ; Wabal may have been 
the name of one of his sons. 

The manner and course of the fight described by Firishta 
so completely resembles the course of the fight between the 
Hindus and the Mahomedans in 1761 at the battle of Panipat 
that one might have been tempted to suggest that the descrip- 
tion of Firishta was copied from the description of the fight 
between Sadashiv Bhau and Ahmadshah Abdali, But Firishta 
wrote more than two hundred years before the latter battle was 
fought. We are, therefore, simply reminded here of the maxim 
history repeats itself. On the plain of Chhachh, in 1008 A. D., 
the Hindu and Moslem armies lay in front of each other 
in entrenched camps for forty days, being equally balanced, 
each watching for an opportunity to gain advantage over the 
other, like two powerful wrestlers in touch with each other 
yet motionless for a time. The Gakkhars whose number 30,000 
seems to be exaggerated, wild, bareheaded, half-civilized men 
who had come to the assistance of the Hindus, however, began 
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the fight by rushing the entrenched Ghazni camp and siayin 
a few thousand Mahomedan soldiers in a few minutes. Th 
two armies now became grappled in conflict and until midda 
the advantage was with the Hindus as even Utbi admits, 
The tide, however, turned, by what accident Utbi does not 
relate, but Firishta states “that the Sultan seeing the fury ol 
the Gakkhars* withdrew himself from the thick of the fight 
that he might stop the battle for that day. But it so happened 
that the elephant which 5.nandapala rode became unruly 
from the effects of naptha-balls and arrows hurled at him, 
turned and fled. And the Hindus believing that this was a 
signal for flight on the part of their general all gave way and 
fled. Abdulla Tai pursued them and 8000 Hindus were out to 
pieces”. This account is not given by Utbi but he states 
another fact which is more important viz. that the Sultan with 
his own guards made a charge “under which the feet of the 
infidels could not stand”. All this was exactly like what 
happened in the battle of Panipat between the Marathas 
and the Afghans. Till noon the tide was in favour of the 
Marathas, under the execution of the guns of the battalions 
of Ibrahimkhan and the charge of the Huzurat horse.. Sud- 
denly a ball struck Vishvasrao dead on his elephant and the 
news spreading that the general was dead, the army gave 
way. At this advantageous moment, Ahmadshah Abdali 
like Mahmud made a furious attack with a force of, Afghans 
which he had kept in reserve and the Maratha army broke 
and fled. Probably Anandapala like the brave but unfort- 
unate Bhaoosaheb rushed into the thick of the fight on foot 
and embraced death on the battle-field. For we do not know 
what became of both after the battle nor do we hear that they 
were found dead or alive. Such was the momentous battle 
fought in 1008 A. D. between the Hindus and the Mahome- 
dans, a precursor of the struggle seven and a half centuries 
later. The Hindus after this battle no doubt continued in 
strength in the Panjab for a time as after Panipat, but the 


** The Gakkhars are now Mahomedans and inhabit chiefly the Rawalpindi District 
Raia Jahandad Khan a Gakkhar chief states that Firishta wrongly gives the name of 
Gakkhars for Khokkars who really attacked Ilahmnd, KhokkarS are a different wild 
tribe which is also Mahomedan now. 
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blow was severe Indeed both battles put an end to the dream ’ 
of the Hindus to drive the Mahomedans out of India. 

t 

We must pause here a little before proceeding with our 
narrative and consider the causes of the defeat of the Hindus. 
As at Panipat, so at Chhachh they were not handicapped for want;, 
of sufficient numbers. If at all, they had the advantage of 
number on their side. They were again not less brave than 
the Moslems. Here as at Panipat the Hindus fought bravely 
and even desperately. Thirdly there was no superiority of 
arms on the side of the Mahomedans in either battle. At 
Panipat both had artillery and if at all the artillery on the 
side of the Hindus was more efficient. In the battle near 
Hazro neither side had any fire-arms. They were not known 
then. Both used the same weapons viz. swords and lances. 
And Hindu swords and lances were as sharp and strong, if not 
sharper and stronger, as those of the Mahomedans. For one 
thing it may be said fate favoured the Mahomedans at Hazro 
as at Panipat. Those who deny fate as one of the factors 
leading to success properly maintain that fate is the cause 
overspreading every event in this human world. But when 
fate is said to be favourable or unfavourable, the word is usu- 
ally used in the sense that certain accidents which are outside 
the control of man occur to help the winning side and to dis- 
comfit the losing one. In the previous fight of the Hindus 
beyond the Indus with Sabuktagin, we saw that a sudden snow- 
storm arose to harass the Hindus who being residents of the 
plains of India were unaccustomed to such cold weather. 
At this battle the elephant of Anandapala under arrows and 
naptha-balls became unruly and turned and fled. But we 
must remember that war elephants were always trained to 
encounter such missiles. Arrows and naptha-balls were not 
new or strange weapons, for the first time used in this battle. 
This accident was exactly like the accident which happened 
at Panipat by which Vishvasrao was killed. At this distance 
of time we, not at all conversant with the modes of elephant 
fighting, are tempted to observe that it is indeed strange that 
in such fights commanders, especially when kings in person 
assume the command, should ride elephants and become easy 
targets for naptha-balls, arrows and especially gun bullets. 
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But when we find that Mahmud himself rode an elepha 
when he fought with Ilekkhan near Balkh, we cannot suppos 
that Anandapala committed a blunder in riding an elephan 
though we may hold that Vishvasrao’s riding an elephant an 
exposing himself to bullets was a serious blunder at Panipal 
There were no guns in the days of Anandapala and the onk 
missiles that could be thrown against him were arrows am 
naptha-balls against which his armour and that of the elephan 
were a sufficient protection. 

But the historian cannot but observe that Hindus have 
always failed to exhibit that grip, that resourcefulness whic 
brave and strong men are expected to exhibit when an advers 
accident befalls them. We have already noted this defect in 
Vol. II (p. 246) and have tried to explain the strange beha- 
viour of Indian armies which, often unbeaten, fly when an 
accident happens to the commanding king, by the fact that 
Indian soldiers in consequence of the absence of all feeling 
of nationality have no sense of patriotic self-interest in the 
success of the fighting. All the same, we may note this defect 
in Indian character { Hindu and perhaps even Mahomedan ) 
viz. that Indians do not possess that doggedness of fight under 
adverse circumstances which distinguishes the western and 
notably the British soldier. There is no doubt that Mahmud 
possessed this quality so necessary in a commander. Like 
Shivaji he never was despondent when fortune seemed un- 
favourable and fought on stubbornly. Moreover, Mahmud 
clearly was a great general. Like Ahmadshah Abdali he had 
a reserve force of resolute and brave body-guards which the 
Ghaznavide kings and Mahmud particularly, maintained at 
a high level of efficiency and at great cost. Mahmud himself 
with this guard led the final attack at the proper moment like 
Ahmadshah Abdali and gained eventual success in this memo- 
rable battle which practically sealed the fate of the Panjab, if 
not of the whole of India. 



NOTE;— THE SITE OF THE CONFEDERATE BATTLE. 

Asjstated above, Firishta places thic battle near Peshawar and some 
native writers even state that it was fought between Peshawar and Jamrud 
where is a plain extensive enough for a fight between armies numbering 
at least a lakh on either s de. The Attock and Rawalpindi Gazetteers, 
however, place it in' the plain of Chhachh on the east side of the Indus near 
Hazro. Indeed the geography primer for Attok District now taught in 
Vernacular schools therein states distinctly that the battle was fought 
near Hazro. We personally raw this plain and the town of Hazro and we 
think that this surmise of the Gazetteers may be accepted. On what 
authority this statement is based cannot be ascertained. IJtbi mentions 
a river Wamand at which the Sultan arrived. As there is no river of this 
name in Peshawar district, we may read here river (Indus) near Wahind. 
The similarity between this battle and the battle of Panipat in 1761 A. D. 
which has been already noticed suggests that Mahmud crossedthe river Indus 
himself as Abdali did the Jumna lower down while Bhausaheb was think- 
ing of crossing the Jumna higher up and meeting Abdali in Antarbed. 
Probably Anandpala advanced from the south as far as Hazro and wished 
to cross the Indus himself at Wahind. The sketch map, given here, of the 
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position will explain the movements of the armies. Mahmud entrenched 
himself seeing the superior force or position of the enemy. Why Ananda- 
pala did hot oppose Mahmud’s crossing the river may be explained on the 
supposition that AnandapaM did not think that Mahmud would cross the 
Indus ; or that he wished to fight with him on the east of the Indus ; or that 
he did not get information in time. As Chacha is known to have opposed 
Kasim when the latter crossed the Indus in Sind, we have no mention of 
AhandapSla opposing Mahmud when he crossed the Indus* Perhaps Mah- 
rnud was already to the east of tho Indus when Anandapala advanced against 

7 ' ' 
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and met him. In this case Hazro must have been in the possession of,Ma 
mud. The plain to the south of Hazro is v?ide enough for such a big batt 
and th^re is plenty of water to be found at a depth of 10 to 15 ft, in th 
plain and there are no holes or drops in the ground so that the plain is lil 
the plain of Panipat suitable for movements of cavalry. Even now it seen: 
that the plain is used for military manmuvres by, the British army. 

The plain is flanked by the hills of Kashmir and Anandapala is said b 
some writers to have fled into Kashmir after bis defeat. The Gakkhars in 
habit these valleys and we can see easily how Gakkhars in great numbe 
joined Anandapala’s army in this fight. The shook of the defeat must hav 
been felt throughout the Par; jab, as the shock of the defeat at Panipat wai 
felt so far south as the iSierbudda and it was thus easy for Mahmudto marcl 
on to Kot Kangra and plunder that place. 

It may be added that if we suppose that the battle was fought near 
Peshawar in Mahmud’s territory as it then was, with the Indus before the 
fugitives, it would have been dificult for Anandapala or much of his force 
to paes beyond the Indus. It is recorded by Utbi and others that only a 
small number of persons (8000) was slain in the pursuit. The number would 
have been far greater had the Indus confronted the fugitives, 

(B) THE RAID ON NAGARKOT. 

Having routed the Hindu confederate army and put it to 
flight, Mahmud took advantage of this favourable moment to 
make a sudden raid on Nagarkot which was famed then for 
its great idol as well as for its immense riches. This was the 
/ first expedition undertaken by Mahmud with the set purpose 
of obtaining immense plunder. Whether Mahmud can be 
blamed for attacking Hindu temples and cities for mere plun- 
der we will discuss later on. Here it will suffice to remark 
that like Shivaji, Mahmud must have maintained an efficient 
intelligence department and obtained accurate information as 
to where plunder might be obtained, through emissaries who 
travelled openly or incognito in the Hindu kingdoms of 
Northern India. Nagarkot was a stronghold in the kingdom 
of Kangra. There was a famous idol there of what Hindu 
deity is not stated anywhere ; for the Jvalamukhi temple which 
is sometimes confounded with this temple was different ; 
(Jvalamukhi is fifteen miles distant from Nagarkot and there 
some jets of gas issue from the top of a hill which priests ignite 
v/hen worshippers come). People from distant parts came to 
worship the Nagarkot idol as well as Jvalamukhi and made 
rich presents. There being a strong fort there, the kings of 
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India, as Mahomedan historians relate, kept their treasures 
there. Hagarkot is the modern name but the ancient name 
was Bhimnagar ; the town was said to be founded by Bhima 
supposed to be the Mahabharata hero, but probably by Bhima- 
deva of the Brahmin Shahi dynasty of Kabul. Utbi gives the 
name “ Fort of Bahira ” which would be read easily for Bhim. 
The account which he gives of this raid is as follow^s “ And then 
he (Mahmud) arrived at the base of the fort of Bahim Bagra 
(Bhimnagar). This is a castle in the midst of water high as a 

mountain.... And the people of India made it a treasury for 

their great idols, and load upon load of precious goods and 
jewels had been transported there, for the purpose of obtaining 

salvation The Sultan closely surrounded this fortress 

and they began to fight in defence of the castle with resolute 
fierceness; (eventually) they capitulated and con- 
sented to serve under the banners of the Sultan- The 

Sultan found such an amount of jewels and precious stones 
and rare treasures that fingers could not count and account- 
books were not equal to catalogue them. The gold and silver 
was given into the charge of his two chamberlains Altontash 
and Istargin, while he himself took charge of the jewels and 
transported the whole on the backs of men and camels. And as 
far as could be computed, the treasure consisted of 1070 packets 
of royal dirhams and 700800 mans of gold and silver. And as 
for robes of silk and cloth, they were so many that the clerks of 
the state could not arrange them and acknowledged that they 
had never beheld such beauty of workmanship and delicate 
excellence. And they found a large house of silver, sixty 
cubits long and fifty wide, with broad flooring so arranged and 
so contrived with ropes that the whole could be thrown together 
or could be separated into divisions, that it could be folded or 
expanded ; with curtains of Grecian brocade and two golden 
statues and two silver statues. The Sultan then left trust- 
worthy officers to protect the fortress and returned to Ghazni, 
where he exhibited the jewels, pearls, jacinths, emeralds and 
other precious stones on a carpet in a serai and chiefs of coun- 
tries and deputies of provinces and envoys of the king of 1 urks 
put the finger of astonishment into their mouths”. We have 
given this description of the spoils as a specimen in order that 
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the reader may realize the enormous quantity of plunder wM 
Mahmud obtained in his raids and in order that such descri; 
tions may not be repeated. It may also be pointed out 
Mahmud like Shivaji kept a detailed account of all 1 
treasures he obtained by plunder and that the same was dul 
appraised and certain rules must have been observed by whic 
the share of the state was reserved and the ' rest distribute- 
among the soldiers. We know that Arab expeditions in th 
beginning of the spread of the new religion were conductei 
under strict rules of division of plunder between the state 
Khalifa and the commander with the soldiers. In short 
under Shivaji the plundering was systematic as also 
division of the spoil, 

“ The impassable waters which surrounded Kagarkot” w 
according to Elliot, “the Banaganga and the Biyahl rivers. 
The town of Bhima was on the spot now called Bhawani 
(goddess) about a mile from the fort “ (Elliot Vol. II p. 445). 
This raid on Hagarkot must have immediately followed the 
defeat of the confederate Hindu, forces near Hazro as Utbi 
clearly seems to convey by the introductory words * And then*; 
but some historians place it in the following year viz. 1009 A.D, 

NOTE—KANGRA, ITS FORT AND TEMPLES. 

Kangra is a most fertile plateau in the Himalayas with a snow-clad 
range at its back and with perennial streams running through it into three 
or four khudfl or rivers. It must have come under Aryan civilization in 
most ancient times and wo have seen that lunar race Rajput kings now 
called Eatoch ruled there from the days of the Mahabharata. The fort of 
Kangra which had usually been their strong place for retirement is also an 
ancient fort and was indeed impregnable in those days when cannon was not 
nown. The fort stands on an eminence at the confluence of two deep 
khuds or rivers named the Banaganga and the Manuni, only a narrow 
strip of land dividing the two deep basins. The steep sides of the fort 
along the rivers are almost perpendiculer rising about 300 feet. In 
the neck of the narrow strip between the rivers a deep moat has been dug 
and the entrance to the fort is beyond this artificial chasm. The fort 
can easily be defended on this narrow neck by a small garrison. There 
was a famous temple in this fort according to Mahomedan historians which 
wac destroyed by Mahmud. What temple it was we will now try to deter- 
mine from local information as well as from the Arch. S. R. for 1905 
wherein we find much information about Kangra temples which existed 
before the earthquake of 1905. 
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The history of the fort is thus given in this report (P. 11) : “The fort 
was taken by the irresistible Mahmud in 1009. In 1337 it was again taken 
by Muhammad Tughlaq and also in 1351 by his successor Firozshah. ;It 
permanently fell into the hands of the Mahoraedans when conquered by 
Jahangir in 1621. When Mogul power declined it was taken back by Raja 
Samsarchand II in 1786 ( or by liis father Ghamandchand according to Col. 
Janakchand member of Council, Jammu and Kashmir, and himself a 
Katoch ). It was handed over, however, to Ranjitsing in 1809. The Sikhs 
handed it over to the British in 1846 and it was garrisoned by British 
troops till 1900”, At present of course it is in ruins. 

“The most important monuments in the fort were the temples of Lakshmi- 
Narayana and Sitala ; both of them have fallen in the last catastrophe. 
We may safely aseume that they were posterior to the sack of the fort by 
Mahmud”. 

“The temple of Ambika still used for worship is a plain structure and 
has not been damaged by the earthquake. The features of the construction 
of the temple indicate that it happened during the Mahomedan occupation”, 

“To the south of the Ambika temple there are two Jain statues, one a 
pedestal and the other a seated statue of Adinatba with a partly obliterated 
inscription dated according to Cunningham St. 1523 i. e. 1466 A. D, in the 
reign of Sarasarohand I” (p. 15.) 

“Plate III shows the temple of Indre^vara in Kangra town. It is 
ascribed to Raja Indrachandra and is a Siva temple. If he is identified 
with Indrachandra mentioned by Ealhapa as a contemporary of Ananta- 
deva (A. D. 1028-63) it shows that this temple d ites from the 11th century. 
There are two Jain images on both sides of the temple on one of which is 
the date 30 of Lokakala, It was supposed to be contemporaneous with the 
prasasti on the Baijanath temple and hence as old as 854 A. D. But as the 
date of the Baijanath inscription has been recently read as 1204- St. 
the image may be 1154 A. D. old. The four pillared pavilion has been 
levelled to the ground in the earthquake, but the rest of the building is 
safe with the two Jain images” (p. 16). 

“But the most celebrated sanctuary of Kangra District was the temple 
of Vajresvari in Bhavan, a suburb of Kangra town. From a remote age the 
spot was sacred but the temple which fell down in tbe earthquake was not 
an old, one. An inscription preserved in the porch says it was built in the 
time of Sri Mahammad (identified by Cunningham; with Mahammad Sayyad 
who ruled at Delhi from 1533 to 1546). At the time of its foundation Raja 
Samsarchand was the king of Kangra.” This temple has now been built 
again by the Hindu community. 

The above information will show to us that neither the Lakshmina- 
rayana and Sitala temples in the fort nor the Indresvara temple in the 
town could be the temple thrown down by Mahmud, as they are all later 
constructions . The only temples that remain are the Ambika temple in 
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the fort and the Vajresvarl temple in Bhavan. Now the Hindu cl ■ - • > . 

in rebuilding this VajresvarT temple in Bhavan, in their printed prospeuL: ; 
state that this temple was destroyed by Mahmud in 1009 and was rebul 
by a Kangra king in 1043. It was again destroyed by Muhammad Tughi”- 
in 1337, again rebuilt by the Hindus and again thrown down in 1360 v 
Feroz. It was rebuilt by Samsarchand I in 1440. It was thrown down agai 
by Khawas Ehan, general of Sher Shah, in 1540 and rebuilt by Raja Dharam 
chand In Akbar’s days. The present Maharaja of Guler who is indeed • 
very learned and well informed person and of urbane manners told us that 
in his opinion the temple thrown down by Mahmud was the.Vajresvari 
temple in Bhavan and that there was once a wall round Bhavan. This 
opinion is also entertained by many persons. But it seems to us that 
the VajresvarT temple was first built in the days of Samsarchand I. Wo 
will give our reasons for this view. In all descriptions ofMahomedan 
writers, Mahmud is said to have taken the fort of Eangra and destroyed 
a temple there. The Vajresvarl temple is not in the fort but is in Bhavan 
a suburb at a distance of about two miles from Kot Eangra or town 
Nagar Kot, In order that the reader may understand the situation we 



give here a sketch of the position of Kot Kangra, Nagar Kot and Bhavan. 
If there was a wall around Bhavan, it could not have been a strong one 
and it could not have been as difiSoult to take it as Kot Kangra. Then 
again the temple with idol thrown down by Tughlaq appears also to have 
been in the fort which he took. The Katoch kings retook the fort and 
rebuilt the temple in the fort which was again taken by Firoj Tughlaq. 
It appears that after these repeated disasters, the Hindus moved down the 
temple to Bhavan in the days of Samsarchand I. 

It must be mentioned, further, that the idol in the Vajresvarl temple 
is not fashioned by the hand but is a svayumbhu idol viz. a natural stone 
coming out of the earth, having some appearance of a head, at least eyes. 
This is the only svayambhu idol of Devi which we have seen. The legend 
is that the deity was discovered by a cultivator who, while ploughing 
his field, accidently struck the deity with the iron-head of the plough and 
brought out blood. This is, of course, the story of the discovery of 
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a swayambhu deity. It seeniE probable that as at Benares or at TTjjain 
( Mahakala ) the Mahomedans even under Mahomedan rule allowed the 
Hindus to have a temple of the same god in the vicinity of the old temple 
thrown down, so in Eangra the fort remaining in the possession 
of Mahomedans, the Hindus ware allowed to have a temple of the 
same deity in Bha^au. Samsarachandra the first erected the Vajresvari 
temple in 1440, and the iconoclastic Shershah again threw it down a 
hundred years later. The tolerant Akbar allowed the temple to be rebuilt 
by king Dharamchand. 

This interesting history, however, shows the strong Hindu spirit of 
the Eatoch Rajas of Eangra and the temple of Dharamchand built about 
1600 was standing till it was destroyed by the earthquake of 1905. Strong 
Hindu sentiment has again caused the temple to be built, the dome of which 
is being now adorned with gold. 

It is necessary, however, to add that the Ambika temple in the fort 
is still the place where Eatoch Rajputs go to worship. In fact;we were 
told that every Eatoch sends his hair cut in the godana ceremony to be 
placed before the AmbikadevI in the fort. This fact along with the legend 
of the discovery of the Vajresvari idol, leads us to believe that the famous 
temple in Eangra which was thrown down by Mahmud was the Ambika 
temple in the fort * or it may have been the original Vajresvari temple 
in the fort. The idol in the present Ambika temple is also an 
unfasbioned one or swayambhu. In all such cases there are movable idols 
in the temples also and Utbi actually states that the people of India made 
the temple a treasury for their great idols. 

When Utbi relates that “ he ( Mahmud) came to the fort of Bahim 
Bagra “ a castle in the midst of water high as a mountain and an inacces- 
sible pit” ( p. 341) he refers to this very fort at the confluence of the 
two rivers. Of course Bahim Bagra has to be read as Bhim Nagar and 
it is believed that Bhimashah of Eabul founded the town Bhavan. The 
further deccription by Utbi cannot apply to Bhavan and Bhimnagar must be 
taken to mean the whole place including Nagarkot, Bhavan and Eot Eangra. 
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SUBJUGATION OF THE PANJAB, 

The Sultan’s attention, as stated before, was constantl 
divided between the east and the west and his far reaching an 
unceasing activities extended in both directions with equs 
vigilance. Having settled some disputes and troubles h 
Kirman and Kohistan in the west and the north, Mahmu( 
again directed his attention to the settlement of the questioi 
of the Paniab, He had humbled the king of the Panjab anc 
taken one of the strongholds of that kingdom, Kangrakot, He 
determined to capture Hardin another strong place on which 
probably the king relied. And he arrived in the provinces of 
India, and “ began to devastate the land, to punish the infidels, 
to overturn the idols and to make an example of high and low. 
And as to the prince of those accursed ones, he sent him 
prostrate to hell. And when the king of Hind saw these 
wounds in the nearest and distant parts of his kingdom, 
he sent his kindred to offer submission ” (Utbi p. 361), Such 
is the succinct account which Utbi gives of this expedition. 
Although he mentions Hardin as stormed in the heading of 
this chapter, he does not describe it. From later historians- 
Elliot thinks that there were two expeditions and not one, as 
some suggest, and that by Hardin Utbi means to refer to Hahar- 
wala the capital of Gujarat. The second expedition was 
against the fort of Handan, as will be stated in the next 
chapter, and is described by Firishta and others. It 
indeed appears plain, even according to Utbi, that there were 
two expeditions and the second he describes later on. It is, 
however, difficult to identify Hardin with Haharwala as 
Mahmud could not have gone so far south, leaving the Panjab 
yet unsubjugated. We, therefore, take it that Hardin was 
some place in the Panjab itself and that Mahmud carried a 
devastating campaign which compelled the king of India to 
proffer submission. Who this king was is not mentioned ; no 
doubt one chief is said to have been killed, and it is probable 
that AnandapSla himself was killed in one of these cotabats* 
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His son Trilochanapala must have offered submission. We 
have already seen that Al-Beruni has recorded that Ananda- 
pala had latterly become a deadly enemy of Mahmud but that 
Trilochanapala his son was better disposed. We, therefore, 
take it that Anandapala, instead of being killed in the battle of 
the confederate Hindus, was killed at this time (1009 or 1010) 
and Trilochanapala offered terms of submission. Mahmud 
granted the terms and by these Panjab practically became a 
subordinate province of the Ghaznavide empire. The terms 
were as follows: “The king bound himself to tribute and fide- 
lity and appointed sixty yokes (?) of elephants and a payment 
to be mutually fixed and sent by the nobles of the province 
and the people to the treasury. And by way of acting as vice- 
roy the king was to keep two thousand men at his court and 
acknowledge fealty every day and month and year, and the 
succeeding rulers were to] obey and follow the same law. 
The .Sultan was content with these conditions 1 1 i and this 
secured tax became a fixed source of revenue in the book of 
the finance court of the Empire. Thus the road for caravans 
and merchants between the districts of Khorasan and Hind 
became open”. ( p. 362). 

Such is the normal course of the successive steps in the 
fall of kingdoms. We are here reminded of the fall of 
the Maratha kingdom eight centuries later. There was 
a stubborn struggle in the beginning by the combined Marathas 
against the English in 1803. The Maratha confederacy was 
defeated in the battle of Assaye by the greatest general of the 
English, Wellesley, much as the great Hindu confederacy was 
defeated by the masterly tactics of Mahmud in 1008 near Hazro. 
Bajirao, like Trilochanapala, submitted and consented to main- 
tain a subsidiary force at Poona, of British regiments. This 
was the opposite of what was stipulated by Anandapala’s son. 
He', as the usual fashion then Yvas with subordinate kings, 
promised to maintain at Ghazni a force of two thousand 
soldiers for the service of the Ghazni empire at his cost. The 
British method of compelling subordinate kingdoms to maintain 
a British force at their capital was more effective and efficient 
for accomplishing extinction and v/as tantamount to the imposi- 
tion of a heavy trib?ite for the time being. That final extinc- 
8 
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tion overtook Trilochanapala soon enough (after about 4 ye'' 
as we shall presently see ; but in the parallel case of Bajir 
it overtook him after the lapse of 15 years. 

This subjugation of the Panjab was necessary in order tl 
Mahmud should securely direct his attention towards i 
troubles which often arose in the west. And one of these ■ 
will specially mention as it has an interest for the Indi 
reader. In the immediate vicinity of Ghazni towards the w 
was the small province of Ghor, a mountainous valley inhabit 
by an unruly tribe which constantly gave trouble to carava 
and merchants under the very nose of Mahmud. “ The infid 
lity and the insolance of these inhabitants of Ghor who levic 
heavy imposts on caravans and travellers on the strength 
their appalling cliffs required to be corrected. And the Suit*' 
ordered his army to attack them in their fastness and himself wei 
with his body-guard and cutting his way through the passe 
arrived before the stronghold-nest of the king of Ghor. Af t 
stubborn fighting, the Sultan ordered his men to turn the; 
backs and to show as if they were yielding. These doome 
ones were deluded and the Hindu no longer remained firm bu 
fascinated by the desire to plunder came into the open plai 
Upon this the Sultan wheeled round and laid them all on thi 
couch of sweet sleep. He took the son of the chief as prisone 
and carried away as booty, wealth and arms which chief afte 
chief and infidel after infidel had accumulated” (Utbi p. 364-65) 
The inhabitants of the valley of Ghor were originally infideL 
and even Hindus. They were forcibly converted by Mahmud 
and in the course of about two hundred years, themselves becom- 
ing zealous Mahomedans they conquered the Hindus of India. 
Secondly, we find here Mahmud employing the same tactics in 
fighting as were employed by Shivaji and the Marathas (called 
in Marathi Bakhars the ganlml kava or enemy deception ). 
Thirdly, like a great ruler Mahmud always bestowed attention 
upon the safety of roads for the dncouragenient of commerce. 
He wished to see that caravans between Khorasan and Hind 
should safely travel. Mountain tribes in those days as in later 
times levied heavy imposts on them whenever the central 
government was weak. And Mahmud exhibited the same 
vigilance and power as is exhibited by the British Empire at 
the present day in this respect. 



CHAPTER X 


BATTLE OF NAZIN AND THE ANNEXATION 
OF THE PANJAB. 

For four years Panjab remained unmolested. Probably 
Trilocbanapala quietly paid tbe stipulated tribute without 
demur, and Mahmud also appears to have been engaged in the 
west. A terrible famine is described by Utbi as raging in 
Khorasan and its capital Hishapur. He also mentions troubles 
with Ilekkhan the Turk who must have taken advantage of 
these difficulties. Utbi also describes the conquest of Garjistan 
( Georgia ) which had belonged to the Samani empire and the 
Shar of which ( “ the king of Georgia was called Shar, as the 
king among Hindus was called Rai, among Turks Khan and 
among Greeks Oassar” — Utbi p. 377) defied Mahmud, and 
Mahmud with his usual swiftness and completeness reduced 
him to subiection. Mahmud then found time to turn his atten- 
tion to Hindustan. Human feelings would tempt Mahmud to 
finally annex the Panjab which had been only subjugated and 
the same would impel even Trilocbanapala to rebel and throw 
off the yoke imposed upon him. It is, therefore, probable that 
some pretext must have been found by one party or the other to 
begin the conflict again, as in the parallel case noted before viz: 
the Maratha war of 1818 wherein after the defeat of Bapu 
Gokhale Bajirao II finally lost his kingdom. 

Utbi describes this conflict thus (p. 389-392) : — “The Sul- 
tan having in 400 H. ( 1009 ) reduced Hindustan and built 
mosques &c. wished to take possession , of the remainder of the 
land of the infidels. Therefore, he summoned his victorious 
armies and covered them with great honour. ¥7hen he arrived 
at those territories, much snow had fallen and hence he returned 
to Ghazni but returned again in spring. The king of India sat 
down under the protection of the mountain and took refuge in 
a pass and posted elephants in its narrowness. He summoned. - 
the cavalry and infantry of his kingdom. And a great army 
of infidels from Hindustan, Sind and all quarters raged like 
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hornets in heat and heads were cast upon the battle-field lil 
balls. And wherever the elephants came into the engagemer 
the Moslem army with swords and spears cut their throats ar 
trunks. When the Sultan saw him (his lieutenant Abduli 
Tai ) in distress, he sent some stars from his special guard an 
the flame of battle blazed in this way until it was quenched b 
the water of victory. And at one blast of the good fortune 
Mahmud all their affairs were scattered like dust. And the 
made prizes of their property and elephants. Thus this terri 
tory became exalted amongst the extent of Islam and this, vie 
tory was entered in the register of expeditions 

From this description it may be inferred that Trilochana 
pala made a third attempt to collect the forces of many Hindi 
states for his final fight with Mahmud; and a stubborn an 
terrible battle was fought which was gained by the Mahomedan 
through Mahmud’s good fortune and the bravery of his body- 
guard. This battle was fought in ~404 H. or 1014 according tc 
Elliot who quotes Utbi himself for this date though, as above 
stated, in some copies the year 400 H is given, and other his- 
torians also give the same date. The place where this battle 
was fought is also in dispute. Utbi mentions, in the heading 
of his chapter, Hardin ; others call the place Hinduna. It is 
suggested by some that the battle was fought near the moun- 
tains of Jud and the hill of Balnath overhanging the Jhelum. 
Elliot, however, thinks that the pass referred to by Utbi is the 
Margalla pass ( Elliot II p. 451 ). Elliot gives the following 
further account of the battle from a fuller description of it by 
Hizamuddin Ahmad : — 

“ In 404 H. the Sultan marched his army against the fort 
of Ninduna, situated in the mountain of Balnath. Puru-Jai- 
pal left veteran troops for its protection while he himself passed 
into one of the valleys of Kashmir. Having taken the fort by 
mining and other operations, the Sultan went against Puru- 
Jaipal but he fled further. The Sultan obtained great spoil 
and many slaves. Having converted many infidels and spread 
Islam, the Sultan returned to Ghazni Elliot thinks that the 
chief who fought at Hinduna was Bhima son of Jaipal. In 
fact he refers to Utbi for this name given as Hidar Bhim. We 
do not find that name in the translation we have used of Utbi. 
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Possibly there are variations in the available copies of Utbi. 
But strangely enough Elliot does not go on to explain who 
Puru Jaipal was. We plainly see here a misreading of the 
name Trilochanapala who was the king at this time and that 
name may easily be read in Persian or Arabic as Puru Jaipal. 
Jaipal and even Anandapala were already dead and Trilochana- 
pala was on the throne of the Shahis in the Panjab. His son 
was Bhima and it is probable that Trilochanapala retired into 
Kashmir leaving his fearless son ( Hidar Bhim ) to fight this 
battle. The battle was lost and the further account of Utbi 
may be construed as showing that the Panjab or at least its 
largest part was annexed to the kingdom of Ghazni. As Al- 
Beruni has stated that Trilochanapala died after this date, 
having lived upto 1021, the other account may also be accepted 
and it may be believed that he and even Bhima escaped into 
Kashmir and for about seven years more reigned in the hilly 
submontane districts of the Panjab at the base of the 
Himalayas. 

But Stein the editor of the Rajatarangini thinks that the 
important battle fought between Trilochanapala and Mahmud 
on the Tausi river which falls into the Jhelum from the west 
in the Hazara District which is conterminous with Kashmir 
and so vividly described by Kalhana in that history of Kashmir 
was fought at this time ( 404 H. or 1013 ). In this battle Trilo- 
chanapala was assisted by a strong contingent from Kashmir 
under Tunga, Trilochanapala advised him to fight a cautious 
battle with the wily Turks by taking the support of the hills. 
Blit Mahmud used his usual stratagem, and sent a contingent 
beyond the TauM river which being attacked and defeated by 
Tunga fled back across- the river. Tunga was emboldened and 
came into the open and joined battle with Mahmud"^ ( Raj. 
VII 47 ). The battle was hotly contested, many Kashmir 
officers fell in battle and Trilochanapala himself performed 
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deeds of valour. The cause of the Hindus was, however, des 
tined to be lost and Mahmud ' was victorious. Trilochanapal 
escaped into Kashmir never to return. And Kalhana utters 
painful lamentation here over the final destruction of the Shahi 
kingdom of Kabul which we have already quoted in our first 
volume. If we reconcile this account with the statement of 
Al-Beruni that Trilochanapala ruled till 1021 and Bhima ruled 
for five years after him, we have either to postpone this battle 
to 1021 A. D. or to believe that Trilochanapala lived and ruled 
till 1021 some other insignifitant portion of the hilly submon- 
tane part of the Panjab or went to Kanauj and there again fought 
with Mahmud. 

Lastly, it would be interesting to note that the Jhelum 
Gazetteer identifies Kinduna with Kandana a hill fort in the 
Salt Eange where there are some remains of ancient buildings 
belonging to Kashmir rule. At page 62 it states that the dis- 
trict was on:.e in the possession of Kashmir and then went 
under the Shahis of Kabul, “ Anandapala and Jaipal described 
by Mahomedan historians as' kings of Lahore being really Shahi 
kings of Kabul”. But when the Gazetteer quotes Firishta as 
placing the capture of Nandana in 1008, it may be noted that 
this is very probably a mistake, the year 400 being a misprint 
for 404 H. The conversion of the Rajputs of the Salt Range 
dates according to the Gazetteer from the days of Shihabuddin 
Ghori. “ Though it may be that Rajputs and Jats and others 
were forcibly converted by Mahmud, yet they must have re- 
turned to Hinduism as soon as his back was turned. ” But we 
have to remember that this district remained in the possession 
of Mahmud and his successors at Ghazni ever since this con- 
quest. The Mahomedan Rajputs of the Salt Range, the Janjuas, 
are believed to be the most ancient inhabitants of the Panjab 
being descended from Anu the fifth son of Yayati and it is even 
thought that Jaipal of Lahore was himself a Janjua ( Jhelum 
Gazetteer ). 

Utbi relates that a stone was brought out of the temple 
the writing on which declared that the building was forty 
thousand years old. “What a folly” the Sultan observed 
‘‘ when the learned of the world have agreed that the world is 
itself not more than seven thousand years old ! 1 ! ” To us in 
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the twentieth century, both the statement on the stone and its 
criticism appear equally absurd. Probably this was a very 
ancient inscription dating from the time of A^oka and the 
people in the neighbourhood not knowing its exact date 
assigned it a fabulous age. Nandana in the Salt Bange is 
undoubtedly an ancient place as its remains indicate. 

/ NOTE 1— THE FORT OF NANDANA. 

The Jhelum Gazetteer thus describes this fort (pp. 46-47) “Fourteen 
miles due east of Choa Saidan Shah, between the villages of Baganwala 
below and Ara above, the outer Salt Range makes a remarkable dip. 
There is a steep rooky hill which has absolute command of the route across 
the range. There are extensive remains here of a temple, a fort and a 
large village. The temple is in ruins. It is like other temples in the range 
in the Kashmirian style ; but the platform on which it stands is of very 
great age and older than the temple. In later times a mosque was added 
close to the temple and is also now in a ruinous state. In its court-yard 
is a fragment of an inscription of the same period which is now too far 
gone to be legible. This fort was attacked by Mahmud of Ghazni, a fact 
which has strangely enough hitherto escaped notice.” 

It may be added that Bhera which is about twelve miles distant from 
Nandana might have served as a third capital to Anandapala when Wahind 
was lost The present town of Bhera is on the east bank of the Jhelum, 
but we know* that the old town was on the west bank where mounds 
still show the ancient site and where ancient coins are still found. Bhera 
even now is, like Poona, a centre of learning, trade and art and the elite of 
the Panjab lawyers, engineers &c. come from Bhera. They are usually 
Kshatriyas by caste who have taken to civil professions. Bhera was also 
a centre of learned Brahmins as also of skilled artizans in wood, metal 
and cotton. In short Bhera exhibits all the marks of being a capital city, 
and lying as it does, midway between Lahore and Wahind may have served 
as a third capital to the Shahi kings, ^ 


* The Imperial Gazetieer under Bhera states that the old town was on the west 
bank of the Jhelum and was plundered by Mahmud as also later by an army of Janghiz, 
The new town was founded in IC48 A.D. round a mosque which still exists and is now 
a terminal Railway Station. 



NOTE 2— THE SHAHI KINGS WITH REVISED 
DATES AND THEIR COINS. 


We gave the probable dates of ShaM kings in Vol. I. (p. 201) ai 
Vol. II ( p. 157) estimated on tbe usual average of 20 years per reign, goii 
back from 1021 A. D. given by Al-Beruni as the last' date of Tril 
chanapala’s reign, as given here in the margin. It is necessary to reivi 

these dates from the detailed informatic 
Jaipal 960-980 available novr in the writings of TJtbi at 

Anandapala 980-1000 other choriniders. It is certain that Jaipi 

Trlloohanapala 1000-1021, ruled till 1001 A.D. He may be taken to ha 

ruled from 960 i. e. for forty years. We kno' 
that he burnthimself on apyre both on account of his dishonour as of estrem 
old age. Wahind was taken possession of by Mahmud ; and Anandapal 
must have resided at Bhera the nex t city in the kingdom which was o 
the trade route from Wahind viz. Hazro and the Margalla pass andoarayan 
took the fruit of Kabul to Peshawar and Lahore and Multan via Bher 
and took back Indian goods, cotton &c., to Kabul. Anandapala was kille( 
in the battle of Hardin in 1009 or 1010 A. D. and Trilochanapala made hi, 
submission and accepted terms and ruled without molestation till 1014 A.D 
In that year Mahmud again invaded India and was confronted by Trilocha' 
napala in the Marg-alla pass. He was defeated and he escaped into Kash 
mir. His son Nidar Bhim defended Nandana fort and the access to Bhera. 
He too fled and retired into Kashmir. Bhera was taken by, Mahmud and 
plundered. TriloohanapSla ruled in some hilly part of the Panjab near 
Kashmir till 1021. On he was immediately pursued in 1014 and was defeated 
in the battle of the TausT fought in that year or in 1021. He then again 
escaped into Kashmir and thence to Kanauj, As stated in a subsequent 
chapter we, however, do not believe that Trilochanapala went to Kanauj, his 
mention there by later historians being a misreading for Rajyapala. He 
died as statid by Al-Beruni in 1021 probably in the battle on the Tausi and 

Bhima died five years later. Perhaps he went 
Jaipal 960-1001. to Kanauj and died in the battle of the Rahib 

Anandapala 1001-1009. described in a subsequent chapter, Tbe 

Trilochanapala 1009-1021, amended dates with the name of Bhima in 
Bhimapala last king of addition would be as given in the margin, 
the Shahis 1021-1026. One prince of the family is spoken of as taking 

refuge with Bhoja of Malwa ( Sachau ). 

That these kings ruled from Kabul to Lahore is conceded by almost 
all historians. ' Sachau the translator of Al-Beruni writes in his preface 
to the latter’s India “When Al-Beruni wrote, the Pala dynasty which 
ruled Kabulistan and the Panjab had disappeared from the theatre of his- 
tory and their dominions were in the firm grasp of Mahmud and his slave 
ofBcers’’. This is incontestably proved by the fact that coins of these kings 
are found all over the Punjab. Thus in the Gazetteer of the Ludhiana 
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District rre read that coins of Saraantadeva who was king of Kabul and 
the Panjab arc found in the mound of the dilapidated town of Sunet ; no 
coins of Delhi kings or of Mahomedan kings are found, though coins of 
ancient kings, Kushan and others, are also found which shows that Sunet 
was destroyed by Mahmud of Ghazni”. 

Of the Shahi kings, Samanta was a great king whose accession is placed 
by Thomas in 935 (but this is not certain, Elliot II p. 425) and he appears to 
hove conquered the Panjab as his coins are plentifully found there. Coins 
of Bhima are also found though rarely in the Panjab, but they are plen- 
tifully found in Kabulistan. We have seen that he founded Bhimanagar 
below Kot Kangra. He was grandfather of Didda the notorious queen oppres- 
sor of Kashmir. No coins of Jaipal have been, strangely enough, yet 
found ; but coins of Anandapala are found in plenty in the Panjab and 
even in the northern parts of the Gangetic Duab ;(ditto). No coins have 
been found of Trilochanapala or Bhimapala who probably did not rule 
over any part of the Panjab# 

These rulers appear to have been Saivites from their coins which 
contain a figure of Nandi (Siva’s bull) but Bhima I seems to have been 
a Vaishpava as he is said in the Taranginx to have built a temple of 
Keshava in Kashmir as already noticed in Vol. I (p. 194). Vaishpavism 
appears to have been pravelent at this time in the Panjab as also in 
Kabulistan. 

Elliot mentions that the last king Bhima wrote a letter to Ohandrarai 
(of Bundelkhand) advising him not to fight with Mahmud ; and quotes 
Utbi as his authority (p. 427) extract from whose work is given at page 
48 (Elliot II). As already stated, different copies of the Yaraini road 
differently at certain places espacially in giving names. The translation 
which ,we have used of the Yamini does not contain this name ; and we 
have' taken the advice given to Ohandrarai to retire as coming from Eajya- 
pals of Kanauj which is mere probable as Bhima could not have come so 
far south. But if he did, as his father Trilochanapala is also represented 
to have done, he must have then been an ally of Mahmud whose subordi- 
nate he had become. The • mention of his uncle being converted to Maho- 
medanism which we have in one copy also, seems to refer to one Sevakapala 
(nabira nuptra-Jaipal i. e. a daughter’s son of Jaipal) who had accepted 
Islam and who had been appointed by Mahmud governor of Peshawar. 
Subsequently he revolted and Mahmud attacked him and he was 
eventually killed. 



CHAPTER XI. 


THE EXPEDITION TO THANESAP. 

We may pause here a little and see how the small kingdoi 
of Ghazni had become an extensive empire by this time. It 
sometimes urged that Mahmud merely undertook plunderin 
expeditions without the object of annexing territories an 
solidifying a powerful state. This appears to be v/rong froi 
what we have seen of the expansion of Mahmud’s kingdom upt 
this time. He achieved a conscious expansion of his territoi 
and solidified his state by forcible conversion. In this he we 
actuated by religious zeal as well as by a correct appreciatio 
of the essentials of a strong state. He first secured Khorasa 
and other provinces immediately to the west of his kingdo 
over which even in the days of Samani supremacy Sabuktagi 
had ruled. He next turned his attention to the east. The prc 
vinces of Jalalabad and Kabul (Lamghanat) were already annex 
ed and forcibly converted to Mahomedanism. Mahmud' firs 
secured the Bannu district of the present W. Frontier pro 
vince which was an ancient tract of the Hindus and wa 
clearly in possession of the Shahis of Kabul. There are exten 
sive mounds near Bannu which show that this district said ti 
be settled first by Bharata, brother of Rama ( vide Ramayan? 
Uttarakanda), was in the possession of the Kabul Shahis “Ii 
these mounds coins are found plentifully not only of Azij an 
Vasudeva of Indo-Bactrian period but also of the last Brahmi 
kingly line of Kabul” ; but they contain no coins of any Mahome 
dan kings showing that the city was destroyed by Mahmud 
The old road to Hindustan from Ghazni was via modern Bannv 
and the Kurrum and it fell into disuse when the Khybei 
pass was opened ( Bannu Gazetteer ). This district was, i 
seems, seized by Mahmud first and the people forcibly conver- 
ted in order to enable him to pass over to India easily. Mah 
mud annexed the Peshawar- District next, capturing Wahind 
after the signal defeat of Jaipal in the plain of Peshawar. 
Wahind was the capital of the Kabul kingdom and was also 
on the then second route to .India, being a little above the 
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junction of the Kabul river with the Indus. The basins of the 
two rivers Kramu and Kubha (Kurrum and Kabul) well-known 
even in the Iligveda and situate in the first home of the Vedic 
Aryans, were thus in the hands of Mahmud and were now 
Mahomedan lands. Mahmud hereafter extended his kingdom 
westward by reducing the more distant provinces of the Samani 
empire and also eastv/ard by first acquiring Multan which was 
already a Mahomedan state as also by annexing the kingdom 
of Bhatia v/hich, as shown before, lay to the southwest of 
Multan and between the Indus and the Jhelum. Finally he 
annexed the Panjab the remaining province of the Kabul Shahis. 
He did not, for reasons which we will explain later on, apply to 
this province the process of forcible conversion though probably 
even here he appears to have converted many people. Thus 
the extension of the empire upto this point was by the gradual 
absorption of neighhoiiring provinces just in the same manner 
as the British empire gradually extended from Calcutta, 
Bombay and Madras by the gradual absorption of neighbouring 
provinces. We see Bengal first acquired by the British, then 
Bihar, then the U. P. and finally the Panjab by defeating the 
Sikhs. The process was- here as with Mahmud the same, viz. 
first subjection with retention of previous powers as payers of 
tribute and then total absorption. Having thus extended his 
rule over the Pan jab, Mahmud next turned his attention to the 
conquest and the plundering of the provinces further east. 
And the first kingdom which naturally he would attack was 
the kingdom of Thanesar which was immediately to the south- 
east of the Panjab. 

That there was a kingdom at Thanesar is probable, as Al- 
Beruni mentions Thanesar in his geographical chapter. (Strange- 
ly enough he mentions Thanesar once between the Jumna 
and the Ganges and again in the place where it should properly 
come; probably the first name has to be corrected). There was 
also a famous deity at Thanesar and there is one even now. 
Mahomedan later writers name it Jagsom, a word which can- 
not be reduced to its Sanskrit equivalent. Here was the ancient 
kingdom of Pratapavardhana, father of Harsha the last Bud- 
dhist, emperor of northern India. Mahmud is said to have 
undertaken this expedition against Thanesar to take possession 
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of some celebrated elephants which Utbi calls by the name < 
Silman, while later writers call them Moslem, as they bei 
down, in prayer as it were, like Mahomedans, in jenuflexioi 
Probably all the motives for Mahmud’s expeditions were pr( 
sent viz: desire of obtaining plunder, of breaking a famous idc 
and of subjugating an adjacent kingdom, Utbi describes thi 
expedition as follows ( p. 394-5 ): “ Accordingly the Suita: 

marched towards Thanesar with an army educated in tb 
chamber of the sacred war and passed a desert so dreadful tha 
a bird would not fly over its atmosphere. But providence 
granted aid and they came to that place. Before them the 
found a running stream full of water, lofty mountains anc 
ground full of impracticable stones. The enemy retired int 
the mountains. The Sultan crossed the river by two fords and 
attacked the enemy and (by evening) scattered them among 
the rocks. And as for the stamping elephants which consti- 
tuted their confidence they left them on the spot. The Sultan’s 
elephants went after them and brought them to the Sultan’s 
halting place. The army shed so much blood that the water of 
the river became undrinkable. ” 

The above account is simple and indicates that there was 
a stubborn fight v/ith some chief not mentioned and that the 
elephants for which Mahmud principally came were secured. 
There is no mention of an idol being broken, but Utbi in the 
beginning mentions idol-breaking as one of the objects of Mah- 
mud. The identification of Thanesar becomes doubtful owing 
to the difficulty of arriving at a stream after marching through 
a desert which does not fit in with the actual poMtion of Thane- 
sar (Elliot Vol. II 452). But we must remember that Utbi 
does not write from personal knowledge and is always hyper- 
bolical in his descriptions^ There is the river Sarasvatl near 
Thanesar and the Karnal District Gazetteer, in describing its 
physical aspects, states that there are hilly tracts to the north 
of Thanesar from which torrential rivers come such as the 
Sarasvatl ( p. 1 ). The battle may not have been fought in the 
immediate vicinity of Thanesar but at some distance. The 
battle is rightly placed in 1014 A. D,, as the Gazetteer also does, 
a year after the annexation of the Panjab and Mahmud may 
have come upon Thanesar suddenly through the desert via 
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Mulfcan. The whole* of the Paujab was now under him and he 
could take any route he liked. He had visited Multan ere this 
a second time and punished the Mahomedans there for again 
relapsing into the Karmatian heresy. 

The account given by Firishta of this expedition is, v/e 
, think, wholly imaginary. B’irishta places this event in 402 H. 
( iOll A. D, ) and relates that Anandapaia on learning Mah- 
mud s intention to attack Thanesar and desecra.te the famous 
idol there named Jagsom, although he v^as subordinate to 
Mahmud, submitted a respectful protest. But Mahmud re- 
fused saying that the followers of the religion of Mahomet 
exerted themselves in the subversion of idolatry to obtain 
reward in heaven. The Baja of Delhi thereupon called upon 
the Hindus of the whole of India to come together to defend 
the idol of Thanesar. But Mahmud attacked Thanesar before 
the Hindus could assemble. After capturing Thanesar, Mah- 
mud wished to march on Delhi ; his nobles told him that he 
could not safely do it till he had conquered and annexed the 
Panjab behind him. All this is pure imagination as Delhi was 
not then in such a leading position as to appeal to the Hindus 
of the whole of India. It was, if it had come into existence, an 
insignificant subordinate kingdom. The expedition again 
according 'to Utbi took place after the reduction of the Panjab 
to the position of an annexed province at the battle of Hazin 
( Bandana ) and v/hen Anandapaia was already dead. Firishta 
by ante-dating this event has given this imaginary glowing 
account. Even Elliot rightly says here, though he restricts 
his remark to Delhi only, “ There is nothing in the Yamini to 
warrant the reference to Delhi ; the existence of which is no- 
where alluded to by contemporary writers. ” ( Al-Beruni, as 
already stated, does not even mention Delhi in his geographical 
chapter). “ The frequent mention by Firishta of Delhi and its 
Baja in connection with the Ghazni kings does not rest on 
solid foundation. ( p. 454 ). The fact is that writers coming 
four or five centuries later cannot divest themselves of their 
surroundings and must bring in Delhi which was so famous 
in their days. 



CHAPTER XII. 

TH2 SACK OF MATHUEA. 

The last expedition convinced Mahmud that it Vi^as pos 
ble to extend his raids into Mid-India where the city of . 
thura famed for its temples and their riches was situate. I 
had also a cause of quarrel with the Pratihara Emperor 
Northern India, Rajyapala, as he had twice assisted the kin 
of the Paniab in their fights with him. But he took time 
fore he undertook this distant expedition and made due prepai 
tions. He wished to secure his rear and there were troubl 
in his western provinces. Utbi has related them in his histo 
v/ith fullness. He mentions also a change of viziers at Ghazi 
The government at Ghazni was an ordered one and Mahm 
exercised strict control over the governors of provinces. Kh 
rasan was the centre of learning in those days and learned m 
from there were appointed to high offices. The language of tl 
learned was Persian, but the new vizier who was himself a po( 
and a man of learning ordered all documents to be drawn v 
in Arabic. liekkhan king of Turks died about this time an 
he was succeeded by his brother. While Mahmud was attacl 
ing and subduing idolators in Hindustan, the idolaters of Chi 
and Mongolia came down upon the Mahomedan Turks c 
Kashgar with a force of one hundred thousand men. This wa 
a precursor of those dreadful inroads of the Moguls under Chan 
giskhan which devastated Apia two centuries later. Togankhar 
brother of liekkhan, sent for succour from all Mahomedai 
states to oppose this formidable invasion and probably Mahmu( 
sent a contigent. A fierce battle was fought and the idolater; 
of Chin like the idolators of Hind were defeated and almos 
annihilated. Mahmud continued his previous friendly relation, 
with the Turks under Togankhan and cemented them furthe 
by marrying a daughter of liekkhan to his son Masa’ud, when: 
he appointed governor of Balkh. 

Utbi also describes how Mahmud by his zeal for religion 
had become renowned and “ by his intelligence had even com 
to be considered a guide in expounding the law ” and “ watched 
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that the ordained statutes should be kept pure from the dust of 
innovation”. The Sultan commissioned spies to discover 
heretics and their places of meetings. They were brought 
from different places and cities to the court and impaled on 
trees or stoned. And the venerable Abu Bakar, a religious 
nobleman, coincided in opinion with the Sultan. Utbi further 
relates how a certain Tahirti who claimed to be a Sayyad and 
an emissary from the king and Khalifa of Egypt with letters 
and robes was proceeding to Ghazni but was stopped by order 
of Mahmud at Herat and conveyed back to Hishapur, capital 
of Khorasan and there tried for heresy and finally executed 
with the consent of Kadir Billah the Khalifa of Baghdad. 
Mahmud sternly suppressed heresy as well as the schism of 
Khilafat throughout his extensive dominions and thus acquired 
fame throughout the Mahomedan Vt^orld ( p. 444 ). It is no 
wonder that zealous soldiers collected at Ghazni to take part 
in his religious wars against infidels which by the destruction 
of idols and the acquisition of plunder secured advantage in the 
next as well as in this world. 

Having conquered Khwarism which had meantime rebelled 
and having annexed that land to his other kingdoms, “the Sul- 
tan thought he would undertake a third sacred conquest and he 
arrived at Bost and examined the accounts of collectors. The 
conquests of Hindu territories so as to become the territory of 
Islam were overflov/ing and “ the veil of infidelity remained 
nowhere except in Kashmir”. “Kearly tv/enty thousand men 
had come from the plains of Mav/arannahar (beyond the Oxus) 
through zeal for Islam. They excited the purpose of the Sultan 
and he desired to proceed with those troops to Kanauj. This 
was a country quite unknown to foreign kingdoms.” 

Utbi thus describes the march to Kanauj and the fight 
near Mathura. “From the rivers Jihun(Sind) and Jhelum 
and Chand he went sraight to Tibet. And wherever he came, 
envoys came to meet him, offering submission and allegiance. 
And when he arrived near Kashmir, Habali son of Shasin, 
general of the army of Kashmir, joined his service. As he v*^as 
told that there was no room for any one who had not accepted 
Islam, he took his position with robbers (skirmishers) and vt^ent 
before the troops. The army passed valley after valley and every 
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night before the crowing of the cocfe, the sound of fife and dru 
arose ( vide description of the march of Harsha by Bana Vol, 
p. 143). On the 29th of Eajab in 409 H. ( 1018 ) they left tl 
Jumna behind and came to the castle of Barm (Baran) in tl 
country of Harun ; the king was the greatest of the sovereigns < 
India but v/hen he saw the army sea, he came down with aboi 
10,000 men and accepted Islam. From hence they came to th 
fortress of Kaljand v/ho had immense riches, strong cavalry an 
grand army. He arranged his army, his cavalry and' his eh 
phants and waited for the approach of the Sultan in a v/,oo 
into whose intricacies a ray of the sun could not penetrate an 
from v/hose leaves and branches a needle Vt^ould not reach th 
ground. The Sultan commanded his advanced guard to fore 
themselves into the midst of the forest. They found a roa 
from the upper castle and when the green sea struck out “Alla 
Akbar” they stood firm for a time and made charges from thei] 
position. At length it became known that all events are in the 
grasp of destiny and the well-formed scimitar, though its force 
may be extreme and its edge sharp, is but a vassal to the decree 
of fate, if it penetrate to the Moslem blood. The despicable 
ones threw themselves into the river in order that the current 
might be the means of their preservation, but some came to 
the sword and some were drov/ned. Five thousand perished 
and Kaljand drew his dagger, killed his wife and ripping him- 
self up went to hell. Of their wealth 185 heads of elephants 
and other plunder came to the Sultan. In the city there was a 
place of vt^OTship of the Indian people, and when he came to 
that^place he savv^ a city of wonderful fabric and conception, 
so that one might say this is a building of paradise ”. 

4. From this poetical but concise account of the secretary 
of Mahmud vt^ho was probably in Ghazni, we can determine the 
course of the expedition by the help of other information. Mah- 
mud marched with an army of about one lakh of men of whom 
20,000 were irregular amateur Turkish soldiers from beyond the 
Oxus, But he kept strict discipline on the march, as a great 
commander does, rising in the early morning and marching 
throughout the day. For he had to surprize the enemy by the 
celerity of his movement. He marched along the foot of the 
Himalayas in order probably to avoid crossing big rivers lower 
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down. And on the way, every castle must have submitted to, 
or been conquered by, such a formidable force. He did not 
allow Hindus, in the name of submission, to join his army 
and create a discordant treacherous element and he asked the 
Kashmir contingent to march ahead. (It is difficult to im.agine 
M rhat Kashmir could have really sent one and we will si.-r;ak 
about this later on). Having crossed the Jumna, on the 
20th of Rajjab or in December 1018 he marched southwards 
without crossing the Ganges, through Antarbed, as Kanauj was 
on the Vv^est bank of the river and as he did not wish to place 
that river before him as an obstacle in attacking Kanauj. 
Katurally he v/as opposed here and there by feudatory Rajput 
chiefs, but generally they submitted as the king of Baran did. 
Baran is undoubtedly the modern Bulandshahar ; it is an 
ancient town sometimes identified with the Varanavata of the 
Mahabharata and ancient coins of the second century B. C. of 
Saka satraps and Kushans have been found there as also n 
copper-plate belonging to the Gupta period. There was a feu- 
datory king probably belonging to the Dor Rajput clan and his 
name was Haradatta (which was read as Harun in Persian ). 
A copper-plate belonging to this line of kings dated 1096 A. D. 
has been found here, giving the genealogy of this line and in it 
Haradatta is the 7th king and he submitted to Mahmud ( Bu- 
landshahar Gazetteer). Probably his conversion with ten thou- 
sand of his , followers is an hyperbole of Utbi. Marching south- 
wards, Mahmud was opposed near Mathura by one Kaljand 
with a considerable force and this Kulachandra fearlessly and 
stubbornly fought with the vast army of Mahmud. He was most 
probably a general of, and a feudatory chieftain under, the Pra- 

tihara emperor Rajyapala of Kanauj. 

■ ^ 

Mathura the most sacred city of the Hindus, especially the 
Vaishnavas, was in the heart of the empire of Kanauj and the 
Pratihara emperors were often devotees of Vishnu. Mathura 
had been founded by^ Satrughna, a brother of Rama and it was 
•the birth-place of Srikrishna. Mathura was sacred to the 
Buddhists also and during the Hindu period its importance still 
more increased. The superb temples built there and the immense 
treasures accumulated therein could not be given up to the 
idol-breaker and pluhderer withoijt a struggle and Rajyapala 
10 
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though unwilling to sacrifice himself must have sent a str 
force to oppose Mahmude The battle is said to have been fou 
in a wood ; and the place has been identified v/ith the vill 
of Mahaban on the maps. And there must have been the 
great forest surrounding the place ; for this is the place wh 
Nanda lived and reared Srikrishna in a forest, which long 
mained uncut down to recent times. The place is about 
miles from Mathura and Shahajahan is recorded to have kil 
tigers in the jungle (Mathura Gazetteer). There is a sm 
bill and a fort there and Kulachandra may even have been t 
hereditary protector of this Mahaban which is also a sac 
place. He fought stubbornly with his infantry, cavalry a 
elephants and IJtbi as usual attributes the success of Mahm 
to the dictates of fate. Mahmud had no doubt come with c 
irresistible force, but it may be related to the credit of t 
Hindus that they did not deliver their sacred city to plund 
and devastation without making a frantic effort to save i 
Kulachandra in the usual Rajput fashion when unable to avei 
his fate killed his wife first and himself thereafter. The almo 
superhuman grandeur of the city of Mathura and the immens 
booty which Mahmud undoubtedly got in its sack are thu 
described by Utbi. 

“They had built one thousand castles which they ha 
made idol-temples and in the midst of the city they had built 
temple higher than all, to delineate the beauty and decoration 
of which the pens of all writers and the pencils of all painters 
would be powerless. In the memoir which the Sultan wrote of 
this journey he thus declares that if any one should undertake 
to build a fabric like that, he would expend thereon one hun- 
dred thousand packets of a thousand dinars and would not com- 
plete it in two hundred years with the assistance of the most 
ingenious masters. And among the mass of idols there were 
five idols made of pure gold of the height of five cubits ; and one 
had a jacinth arranged on it which the Sultan would have 
bought in the bazar gladly for fifty thousand dinars; and ano- 
ther had a sapphire of azure water of one solid piece weighing 
four hundred miskals. From the feet of that idol they got 400, 
miskals weight of gold. Of silver the idols were so many 
that they who estimated their weights took a long time in 
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V, weighing them. They devastated all that city and the Sultan 
passed therefrom towards Eanauj, leaving the greater part 
of his army there.” 

Such is the account, painful to a Hindu, of the sack of 
Mathura by Mahmud in the declining days of the Imperial 
Pratihara kings of Kanauj. Vvealth always has passed from the 
weak to the strong and one is reminded- here of the sack of 
Eome by Alaric in the declining days of the Roman Empire so 
gi’aphically described by Gibbon “Eleven hundred and sixty 
years after the foundation of the Imperial city which had 
subdued and civilized a considerable part of mankind, it was 
delivered to the licentious fury of the tribes of Germany and 
Scythia. The recently converted Goth spared the Vatican 
and many Christians found asylum there ; but a cruel slaughter 
was made of the Romans ; gold and jewels were removed and 
the palaces of Rome were stripped of their splendid furniture. 
Many a statue was rnelted for its precious material and many 
a vase was shivered into fragments by the stroke of a battle-axe. 
It is not easy to compute the multitude who from a honourable 
position and prosperous fortune were suddenly reduced to the 
miserable position of captives. Fugitives from Rome filled 
the ■ povinces and this awful catastrophe of Rome filled the 
astonished empire with grief and terror.” 
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THE FALL OF EAHAUJ. 

Grief and terror must have seized the Emperor of North 
India and R§, 3 yaptla, like Honorarius the emperor of Roi 
fled and was neither in Mathura nor in Kanauj but was alres 
in Bari beyond the Ganges, a place not yet identified, Mahm 
must have heard all this through his informers. He, howe^ 
took care to take an augury on the Koran and pursu 
RajyapMa beyond the Ganges with a small force that he m 
be tempted to come to a fight. IJtbi rightly describes him 
the chief of the kings of India and says that all kings be 
their necks to him and acknowledged his power and dignit 
The name of this king, we now know, was RajyapMa a wo 
which might be read in Persian as'Raja Jaipal or Haipal ar 
Elliot in the absence of the epigraphic evidence we ho' 
possess, it is -no vt^onder, identified him with Jaipal, king 
Lahore who was already deadj and who perhaps, he 'though 
was acknowledged king even in Mid-India. Later Mahomeda 
historians call him by various other names which are al 
absurd guesses and some have called him Kunvarp§,la i. e. hei 
apparent of Jaipal. On the 8th of Shaban.( January 1019, Ellio' 
II p. 457) “ Mahmud reached Kanauj where a mountain ros 
before him and his army passed the Ganges to pursue th 
fugitive emperor. As the Sultan did not probably come a 
him, he (returned and) reduced the seven fortresses of Kanauj 
placed on the margin of the water of the Ganges ” (Utbi p. 457). 
“ Nearly 10,000 temples were built in these castles and the 
lying idolaters declared that the fabrics were two or three 
hundred thousand years old Kanauj is an ancient town, 
supposed to be ruled , by the Vedic king Kusika father of 
Visv^mitra and its sacredness was as great as ..that of Mathu- 
ra. It was a flourishing city at this time and its grandeur had 
begun in the days of Harsha four hundred years before. It 
was already a vast city in his days as recorded by Hiuen 
Tsang whose description of it we have quoted in Vol. I (p. 28). 
The greater numPer of the people had left the place and the 
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Sultan took the forts in one day and plundered them. Kanaui 
appears, however, to have been not as grand as Mathura. The 
glowing description given by Mahmud is sometimes wrongly 
transferred to Kanauj but from Utbi it is clear that it belongs in 
reality to Mathura. Mahmud is not clearly stated to have 
destroyed the temples here as at Mathura. 

“ The Sultan thence turned to Manj a fortified place of 
the Brahmins ” and they for a time resisted him but finding 
resistance unavailable “ they threw themselves down from the 
castle while some killed themselves with darts and the edge of 
swords ”. What place this was has again not been ascertained. 
It must have been a place lower down on the Ganges and said 
to be in the present Etawa District. From hence the Sultan 
came to the fortress of ‘Aster ’held by Jandbal the Violent. 
“ This fortress was situated in the midst of a forest upon an 
eminence and deep moats were drawn around it This place 
is identified v;ith Asni now' a village on the western bank of 
the Ganges in the Fatehpur district where there is even now a 
strong fort on the Ganges. Its chief was probably subordinate 
to KanauJ and likely to give trouble. Having subdued this 
chief, Mahmud directed his course towards ChandrarM who 
was the ov/ner of a very strong fortress. ” This was of course 
the Chandel king, the owner of the almost impregnable fort of 
Kalanjar, v/ho was an independent king, as even Utbi relates 
that “ he had never owned submission to any one and knew 
nothing but boasting; and pride ”. (p. 450.) 

Utbi mentions here a quarrel between Jandbal the Violent 
(perhaps a chief belonging to the ancient Gautama clan which 
even now inhabits the Fatehpur District-Fatehpur Gazetteer — or 
a Seng^r chief whose descendants are now on the south of the 
Jumna and known as the Maharajas of Jagmanpur in the 
Jalaun District) and Chandrarai, which cannot be v/ell under- 
stood and in the midst of this quarrel Mahmud came upon 
Chandrarai who “depending upon the repelling power of his 
forts and his numerous army determined to oppose the Sultan. 
But Haibal advised him not to fight and he retired with his 
army and treasures into a mountain.” Utbi attributes this 
advice of Haibal to the treacherous motive of taking possession of 
the fort (probably Kalpi) of Chandrarai himself when the Sultan 
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had defeated him ; but “ the Sultan without stopping to redu( 
the fort pursued Chandrarai into his place of retirement for thn 
successive days and killed many men and seized their arn 
and accoutrements. They took some elephants by force an 
others came willingly whom they gave the name of Khudada 
or God-given. They obtained from the treasure of Chandrarc 
three thousand packets of gold, silver and jewels and saphir 
and so great an abundance of slaves that the price of each di 
not exceed ten dirhams. The Sultan returned to Ghazni and th 
renown of his prosperity extended from the east to the west 

This certainly was the most extended, the most fruitfu 
and the most energetic expedition undertaken by Mahmud ii 
which he came as far south as modern Cawnpore and Kalpi 
Later Mahomedan historians and Firishta especially have made 
many incongruous statements and additions in consequence o 
their ignorance of the real history of the period and even o 
the geography of Antarbed. And European historians have been 
at pains to explain the movements of Mahmud by relyin 
chiefly on Firishta. But as Elliot has pointed out all this 
arose from following Firishta too implicitly without referring 
to more original and authentic sources (p. 408). That principal 
source is the Yamini of Utbi and we have given the above 
account from it. The real probable course of Mahmud after 
entering the Antarbed appears to be this : — he moved via 
Meerut and Baran south as far as Mah§,ban, then crossed the 
Jumna and plundered Mathura. He then repassed the Jumna, 
arrived at Kanauj, crossed the Ganges to frighten Eajyapaia and 
returning took Kanauj. Going south through Antarbed he 
defeated a powerful chief and crossing the Jumna again at 
Kalpi pursued Chandrarai into the mountains but not as far as 
Kalanjar. He recrossed the Jumna at Kalpi and returned as he 
had come through the Antarbed. The same course is described 
in the history of Hizamuddin Ahmad, an extract from which is . 
given by Elliot (Voh H p. 460-1) in which Nizamuddin makes 
only a few alterations in what Utbi has stated. 

The real difficulty is in determining the names and actions 
of Hindu chiefs and we have already stated on the basis of 
epigraphic evidence now available which was hot before Elliot 
that the king of Kanauj, was the Pratihara emperor Eajyap^la 
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and the Chandrarai vv^as the Ohandel king Ganda both of 
whom had assisted Anandap§,la in his fight with Mahmud. 
Mahmud would certainly have nOt returned without giving a 
lesson to both. The advice which Haibal (Bajyapala) gave to 
• Chandrarai appears to us to be a friendly advice and both 
escaped without being reduced to subiection. This must have 
troubled Mahmud and this is, in our view, the reason why he 
returned again next year as described by Utbi, Bizarnuddin 
Ahmad and even Firishta. 

The year is not given by Utbi and Uizamuddin gives 400 
H while Firishta gives it as 412 which Elliot considers most 
probable. Mzamuddin states that when Mahmud heard that 
Raja Ganda had killed the Raja of Kanauj for having recog- 
nised and submitted to tha Sultan, he resolved to invade his 
territory. But this event must have happened later and 
Rizamuddin is wrong in assigning this cause for this expedi- 
tion. For then there was no reason for attacking Kanauj and its 
chief Haibal and defeating him at the battle of the Rahib as 
Utbi and Mzamuddin both describe. Further we are not yet 
told by Utbi that Jaipal (Rajyapal) had submitted to the Sultan. 
He had fled to Bari and had not come to any fight with 
Mahmud. To completely subjugate him the next expedition 
was undertaken by Mahmud. And it appears that like Shivaji 
or any astute general, Mahmud did not inform even his army 
that he was proceeding against R§,jyap§,la. Utbi says that 
Mahmud set out with the avowed intention of punishing the 
Afghan robbers who from their mountain fastnesses troubled 
caravans. Having done this Mahmud suddenly turned 
towards Hindustan “passed the desert and left behind 
fords and passages of rivers, ravaged the country as he passed 
and arrived at the river Rahib (not identified) whose 'whirlpools 
could carry away horsemen. Here in a fitting place Jaipal 
(Rajyapala) had halted and would not permit any one to pass 
the water. The Sultan ordered hides to be inflated and 
eight men at night threw themselves into water. And Rhjya- 
pala sent five elephants and a body of men to oppose them 
but they held on and pierced those elephants through and 
through with arrows and bore the men to’ the ground. And the 
Sultan encouraged every one to swim saying “ we ought to 
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endure the toil of a day for the rest of a whole life And men 
holding horses’ manes swam over. We are reminded here of a 
similar feat accomplished by Govind III, when he attacked 
Kanauj itsefl, described in Volume II (p. 166). And theykilled 
many men and brought seventy elephants to the Sultan’s yoke 
by compulsion. The infidels fled leaving their treasures as 
booty. The Sultan had taken augury from the Koran and the 
promise Was fulfilled and ” the Sultan was raised on the effec- 
tual settlement of the seat of justice and felt assured of 
extended prosperity and empire Here ends Utbi’s account of 
this expedition and even here IJtbi does not mention that E.a" 
jyaprila submitted and even that Mahmud returned to Ghazni. 
It, however, seems that Mahmud did not retire without obtain- 
ing a formal submission from Rajyapala who, as we shall have 
to state later on, must have promised to pay a yearly tribute to 
the Sultan. Thus fell the empire of Kanaujj though the Prati- 
hara line of its kings for a time continued to rule, as stated 
elsewhere, till it was supplanted by the Gahadavalas under Chan- 
dra. Other historians bring in here Puru Jaipal. Nizamuddin 
mentions him and states that he opposed the crossing of the 
Jumna by Mahmud. Pirishta mentions him as the grandson 
of Jaipal, Raja of the Panjab. Jumna is of course wrongly sub- 
stituted for the Rahib which may have been the Ghaggar or - 
some other river in Oudh in which province Bari is placed by 
Al-Beruni. We know that Oudh was directly under Kanauj 
and it may be possible, as Elliot has surmised, that Trilocha- 
napala after his defeat on the confines of Kashmir at the battle 
of the Tausi may have taken refuge with Rajyapala king of 
Kanauj. Al-Beruni states that Trilochanapala died in 1021 
A, D. ( 412H. ) and this battle on the Rahib may have been 
fought in that year and Trilochanapala . must have fought 
bravely in this battle and ended his life on the battle-field on 
the east bank of the Rahib. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

EXPEDITION AGAINST KALANJAR. 

From here onwards wq lose the guidance of the account 
written by Utbi, a contemporary and secretary of Mahmud and 
have to rely on later historians or Bakharkars who wrote two 
or three hundred years later. Why Utbi finishes his account 
here is inexplicable. There is not the smallest doubt that he 
lived upto the year 420 H and later for he mentions that in that 
year Kadhi Abdulla Said went on pilgrimage to Mecca and he 
also relates the controversies which raged betv/een him and 
Abu Baker on his return. The translator of Utbi remarks in a 
foot-note here that if this year be correct Utbi must be taken 
to have lived longer than he is supposed to do ( p. 474 ). Again 
Utbi states that Mahmud passed a long life and the translator 
again remarks in a foot-note that this expression would imply 
that Utbi lived during a greater part of Mahmud’s life than is 
usually supposed ( p. 483 ). It is, therefore, a puzzle why Utbi, 
does not carry on his narrative down to the year 420 H or 1029 
A. D. Probably he finishes his account with the climax attained 
at this time ( 1020 A, D. ) by Mahmud’s good fortune. His 
empire at this moment was so extensive that it reached on the 
north-west to the Caspian sea, including as it did Khwarism and 
even Georgia, while on the south-east, it touched the Sarsuti 
including the Panjab and Thanesar. He had further humbled 
and subjected to a yearly tribute the emperor of Northern India, 
at the battle on the Rahib and perhaps he had defeated and 
entered into friendly relations with the king of the Turks beyond 
the Oxus. He had finally obtained incalculable wealth from 
the raid on Mathura and Kanauj and human nature impelled 
him to expend it on . a magnificent mosque at Ghazni, being 
incited thereto, perhaps, by the sight of the magnificent temple 
at Mathura “ which the best architects ” he said “ could not 
have built in two hundred years. ” He, therefore, at this time 
designed and reared a splendid mosque at Ghazni, the old 
mosque there being built for a smaller number of people. and at., 
a time when Ghazni had but a small territory, Utbi describes 
11 



82 INVASIONS OF MAHMDi) 

the building of the grand J uma Masjid of Ghazni on which 
“slaves from Hind and Khorasan worked day and night and 
superintendents richly paid supervised from morning to evening. 
Trees were brought from Hind and Sind and used on the said 
works ; mighty stones of marble, square and hexagonal, were 
brought from distant places. And they drew out the domed 
porticoes so perfectly spherical that the arch of the sky vfas but 
a myth in comparison.” They spared not the purest gold in 
their paintings and gilding, and crushed the bodylike idols and 
fastened them in the doors and walls. The Sultan commanded 
a closet to be constructed for his own use. “ He commanded 
the fabric to be square with expanding porches and interlacing 
curvatures.” The pavement was made of white marble and on 
the sides of every court they delineated golden paintings shaded 
with lapis-lazuli. “ Every one who saw this fabric took the 
finger of wonder into his mouth and said ‘ Oh thou v^ho hast 
beheld the mosque of Damascus and are maddened thereby 
and profess that no building like that is possible ’ come and see 
the mosque of Ghazni.’ ” “ In front there was an immense nave 
for great festivals and congregations in which six thousand 
servants might fulfil their duties.” “And he built near the 
precincts a college and supplied it with valuable books and 
rare volumes of theology and to these pure walls of instruction 
professors and Imams and students directed their course ; and 
from the endowments of the college they received daily 
maintenance and necessaries and a salary monthly or yearly 
was paid to them. And during the reign of the Sultan the 
extent of Ghazni exceeded all cities in spacious buildings and 
solid edifices. And amongst other fabrics there were a thousand 
walled enclosures for elephants with their grooms, the suppliers 
of food etc. It was God who was the promoter of all this 
prosperity of the land.” ( p. 468-469 ). Utbi probably finishes 
his narrative with a further description of the Sultan’s just rule 
and the rule of his younger brother in Ehorasan where he was 
appointed by Mahmud but unfortunately where he died young. 
It is probably at this climax that Utbi ends his account which 
does not seem to have an abrupt end. But we at this time are 
unfortunately deprived of a reliable account of the subsequent 
doings of this great sovereign. Elliot mentions the battle of 



EXPEDITION AGAINST KALANJAP 


as 


the Bahib as the thirteentti expedition and enumerates four more 
expeditions thereafter on the authority of Nizamuddin and 
Firishta. These do not mention their own authorities, yet it is 
probable that they had some reliable sources of information for 
their narrative, though we find that owing to distance of time 
and ignorance of localities they make many wrong statements. 
Utbi mentions state documents such as a register of expeditions 
and even memoirs written by Mahmud himself and it 
is probable that other contemporary writers such as Baihaki 
whose works are not available to us, supplied them with 
information. It is not, therefore, possible that these later writers 
give us imaginary stories though we must accept their accounts 
with caution and try to tally them with information available 
from Indian epigraphic evidence. Thus the statement of 
Nizamuddin that the Raja of Kanauj was killed by a Raja 
named Randa for having submitted to the Sultan ( Elliot II 
p. 63), a statement made by him from some contemporary 
Mahomedan writer, is-borne out and supported by Chandella and 
Kachhapaghata inscriptions. As will be related in Chandella 
history later on, a Chandella inscription states that Vidyadhara 
son of Ganda destroyed the king of Kanyakubja ( E, 1. 1 p. %%% ) 
and that in this he was assisted by Bhoja and the Kalachuri 
king. This combined force was led by a Kachhapaghata king of 
Gwalior who was a feudatory of the Chandella king and another 
Kachhapaghata chieftain of Dubhkund (in Gwalior territory) by 
name Arjuna is said in an inscription to have actually, when 
engaged in the service of king Vidyadhara, by his arrows in 
a great battle cut through the neck of Rajyapala. This speaks 
volumes of the spirit of the Rajput kings of this time who did 
not like the action of Rajyapala in submitting to a foreign king, 
the breaker of the idols of Mathura, and a combined army of 
Chandella, Paramara, Kalachuri and Kachhapaghata kings 
attacked Rajyapala in Kanauj and killed him. Probably they 
returned without doing more and Trilochanapala son of Rajya- 
pala succeeded him in due course at Kanauj. 

Though thus the account of Rajyapala being killed is true, 
it seems to us that Kizamuddin is wrong in placing this event 
before the expedition of Mahmud against Rai Jaipal (Rajyapala) 
and the battle of the Rahib described above and in misstating 
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that the eight men who crossed the deep stream of the Rahib 
crossed the Jumna v/here further Puru Jaipal opposed Mahmud. 
Again, Rizamuddin states that the eight men advanced on 
Bari which is mentioned by no other writer (Elliot II p. 464). 
The advance and capture of Bari must be correct as we know 
from Al-Beruni that Rajyapala had made it his residence. It , 
must have been after the battle on the Rahib that Rajyapala 
must have submitted and consented to the payment of a 
tribute. It was after this that Rajyapala must have been 
attacked by the Hindu confederacy led by the Chandella . king 
and Mahmud on hearing of this must have thought it necessary 
to chastise both the Chandella and the Gwalior kings; Lastly 
Hizamuddin twice leads Mahmud against the Chandella king 
once after the capture of Bari and again in what Elliot calls 
the fifteenth expedition viz. that against Gwalior and Kalanjar 
on the authority of the same author. Utbi does not mention 
that Mahmud went against Chandrarai after the battle of the 
Rahib, for at that time Rajyapala had not yet been killed. 
It seems probable that Chandrarai was only once attacked 
and not t.wice. 

Mahmud led in 10^2 an expedition against Kirat, Rur^ 
Lohkot -and Lahore (reckoned as fourteenth by Elliot) ; the 
first two are identified with Swat and Bajaur where Hinduism 
still lingered and the people were worshippers of the lion which 
Elliot thinks means Sakya Sinha or Buddha. But though this 
district was a staunch Buddhist district in the days of Hiuen 
Tsang yet, we think. Buddhism was dead in the tenth and 
eleventh centuries throughout these territories. The lion refers 
to the man-lion Avatara of Vishnu and we have shown in 
Volume I, that the worship of Rarasinha was prevalent in the 
Panjab, Multan being known as Prahladapura or the city of 
Prahlada, devotee of Rarasinha. Mahmud conquered this ter- 
ritory and converted the people to Mahomedanism. He then 
went to Lohkot the impregnable fortress of Kashmir and 
returned without effecting an entrance into that inaccessible 
country, after paying a visit to Lahore* which was now the 
capital of one of his Indian provinces. ,He must have learnt 

^'•Elliot II p. 46G ; this contradicts the statement in the Lahore Gazetteer that Mahmud 
did not visit Lahore at alj which seems incredible. 
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here of the 'events at Eanauj and determined to lead an expedi- 
tion against Gwalior and Kalanjar next autumn. 

In 404 H (1023 A. D.) he led this expedition and he must 
not have crossed the Jumna at all as he had first to chastise 
the king of Gwalior. This king submitted without fighting and 
as he was merely a feudatory of Kalanjar, Mahmud did not 
wait here long but proceeded against Ganda, called Wanda 
wrongly by Mahomedan writers. Some European writers 
doubt the truth of this expedition and Elliot could not explain 
the inclusion of Gwalior in it (Elliot II p. 467) ; but when we 
know from inscriptions that both Gwalior and Kalaniar had 
together attacked Eajyapala, we may not only grant the neces- 
sity and truth of this expedition but see why Gwalior was first 
attacked and humbled. Wizamuddin detailing this expedition 
says that Mahmud again attacked Kalanjar which as we have 
seen is a repetition. In reality this was the first expedition 
against Ohandrarai of Ealanjar (perhaps the second if we take 
into account the first invasion of Ealpi after Eanauj and 
Mathura were taken in 1018 A. D.). Ganda at this time retired 
to Ealanjar which Mahmud invested. Wizamuddin writes 
that " this fort was unparallelled in the whole of Hindustan for 
strength. Wanda presented three hundred elephants and sued 
for peace.” “He also sent a few Hindi verses in praise of the 
Sultan which were shown to learned men of the country and 
court-poets who bestowed high praise upon them ; the Sultan 
was pleased and sending some presents bestowed upon Wanda 
fifteen fortresses.” -It seems that Mahmud was prudent enough 
not to waste his power upon the reduction of such fortresses as 
Ealanjar and Gw^alior, and contented himself with accepting 
their submission,'' and their non-interference with the king of 
Eanauj paying him a tribute. It is natural that Trilochanapala 
who had succeeded Eajyapala must have consented to pay 
a yearly tribute as covenanted by his father. 

NOTE:— It seems to us that Sir Vincent Smith implicitly following 
Nizamuddin has given a different and probably mistaken account of these 
events in his article on the Chandellas in Indian Antiquary XXXVII 
(p. 143). He observes “In the course of the 12th expedition in Jan. 1019 
Rajyapala submitted and promised an indemnity of one million dirhems 
and -30 elephants. For this submission Rajyapala was killed by Ganda's 
eon in May 1019. Mahmud invaded again and an ally of Ganda whose 
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identity is obscured by the imperfection of the Persian alphabet but who 
was almost certainly Trilochanapala son ofRajyapala opposed Mahmud’s 
passage of the Jumna but failed. Mahmud crossed the river and captured 
and sacked the town of Bari and then marched southwards to chastise 
Ganda in his own territory. He collected a force in accordance with the 
usual Hindu custom comprising 36,000 horse, 115000 foot and 640 elephants. 
The Sultan felt uneasy and reconnitred the army from an eminence. In 
the night Ganda fled. The Sultan carefully attacked the deserted camp 
lest there might be a ruse and got immense booty. The cowardice and the 
immense plunder again Jnduced the Sultan to invade his territory via 
Gwalior in 1.023 A. D. Mahmud invested Ealanjar. Ganda gave him 
300 elephants and immense presents and accepted back Ealanjar and 15 
forts from Mahmud. Notwithstanding the success gained so easily by 
Mahmud, the Chandel kingdom was not again attacked by Mahomedans 
until 180 years had elapsed and Ganda’s successors were left free to manage 
their own affairs”. This account is full of apparent incogruities 
owing to Smith’s following Nizamuddin implicitly as stated above. 
Nizamuddin gives two expeditions against Ealanjar instead of one and 
places both after the defeat and death of Rajyapala at the hands of 
the Ohandellas. In' this case the second expedition becomes an unneces* 
sary expedition as undertaken merely for plunder and via Gwalior 
for no reason. Secondly, Ganda’s running away at night when he had 
such an overwhelming force is on the face of it unbelievable. Utbi never 
describes such scenes ; but later Mahomedan writers are tempted 
to imagine such encounters wherein overwhelming forces are assigned 
to the Hindu king and he is shown to have run away without fighting. 
Even Utbi has described Ganda as an independent king full of pride 
and courage. This is a plainly imaginary scene invented by Nizam- 
uddin. For even on his own showing, if this expedition had been undertaken 
by Mahmud to punish Ealanjar for killing Rajyapala, there was no neces- 
sity to cross the Jumna and go against Eanauj, It does not seem likely 
that Trilochanapala would oppose Mahmud to whom his father had submit- 
ted. Lastly Utbi does not relate that Mahmud wont against Nanda after 
the battle of the Rahib where the eight men crossed the turbulent river in 
face of opposition as stated by Nizamuddin himself. The proper explana- 
tion is that Nizamuddin is wrong in describing the march against Nanda 
at this time and also placing the event of the Raja of Eanauj being attack- 
ed and killed by Nanda before the battle of the Rahib. The course of 
event - according to our view was this. In the i2th expedition against 
Eanauj (1019) Rajyapala did not submit but fled to Bari. In the 13th 
expedition Mahmud led an army against Rajyapala and Bari and con- 
quering him in the battle of the Rahib accepted his submission on condition 
of payment of tribute (1021 March). In May Rajyapala -.was attacked and 
killed by Nanda as.-nsted by Gwalior which Mahmud learnt at Lahore in 
1022 March and he led an expedition in 1022 Deo, against Gwalior and Kal- 
anjar and exacted submission from both in Jan. 1023. In this view Ganda 
does not appear to bs craven-hearted as he is made to appear. 
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EXPEDITION TO SOMNATH. 

We now come to the crowning event in the idol-breaking 
and plundering career of Mahmud, the expedition to Somnath. 
Somnath v/as famous then as a great Siva shrine described 
in detail in the Skanda Purana of the 9th century A. D. and 
also mentioned by Al-Beruni both as a sacred place and a 
resort of pirates. Mahmud certainly would think of attacking 
Somnath and plundering it of its fabulous riches. Unfortunate- 
ly we have no mention of this expedition, the highest achieve- 
ment of Mahmud, in the work of Utbi though he lived up to 420 H 
(1029 A. D.) as stated before, i. e. four years after this event. 
Her does Rashiduddin who wrote more than two centuries later 
mention the Somnath expedition, or Hamidulla Mustafi who 
followed him twenty years later (E. II p. 430-431). The first 
description is found in Ibn Asir and later writers have only 
embellished his account (ditto p. 468). And there is no men- 
tion whatever of this great calamity which overtook Gujarat 
in the palmy days of the Solankhi rulers whose account is 
fully given by many Gujarat Jain and Hindu chroniclers from 
the time of the founder Mdlaraja who came to the throne of 
Anhilwad, as will be shown later on, in 961, sixteen years before 
Sabuktagin. We do not also find the slightest hint about this 
calamity in any inscription found upto this time. Under these 
circumstances one is disposed to doubt v/hether this expedition 
was actually undertaken by Mahmud in distant Gujarat where 
he ruust have arrived after traversing a wide desert. Yet 
considering that Hindu writers would be loth to mention this 
disaster to one of their greatest gods and kings and that writers 
though writing centuries after the event had certain Moslem 
accounts before them and are not likely to invent a wholly 
imaginary story, we give the account given by Ibn Asir from 
the extract from his work given in Elliot II (p. 469). 

We may at the outset state that this account, exaggerated 
as it must be, still more increased in the marvellous element 
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in later writers who added imaginary stories to it, chiefly 
from a desire to heighten the religious greatness of Mahmud. 
The story, for instance, — a story told by even Gibbon — that 
immense treasure was concealed within the idol of Somnath, 
that Brahmins offered as ransom several crores of rupees to 
Mahmud which his generals advised him to accept and that 
Mahmud refused saying that he would like to be known on the 
judgment day as an idol-breaker and not as an idol-seller is a 
fabrication of some one, if not of Firishta himself. Wilson, as 
quoted by Elliot (II p. 47G) commenting on this embellishment 
of the story of Somnath, observed “ The earlier Mahomedan 
writers say nothing of the mutilation of the features of the idol, 
for in fact it had none ; nor of treasures it contained, which, as 
it was solid, could not have been within it. Firishta invents the 
hidden treasure of rubies and pearls with quite as little war- 
rant ”, This story is plainly absurd, as the linga of Somnath 
must have been a solid block of stone. Similarly the story 
that Mahmud was led into a waterless desert by a treacherous 
Hindu guide and that Mahmud eventually by prayer was able 
to find water, as also the story that Mahmud wished to remain 
in Gujarat as it was a fertile country possessing gold mines 
but was induced to give up this idea on the representation of 
ministers that Khorasan was the country inherited from his 
father and the best for him to live in, are incredible. The 
story of Dabshilim, a recluse and a relative of the fugitive 
king, being entrusted with the government of the country 
when Mahmud retired from it is strange and unbelievable, 
though it has been suggested that he was an uncle of Bhima the 
reigning monarch of Gujarat at this time, who had indeed 
retired and v/ho lived on the bank of the Saras vati as a recluse. 

Elliot has given extracts from many historians relating to 
this expedition which the curious reader may refer to, if 
necessary, but we do not think it necessary to summarise their 
accounts as they are mere embellishments of the story first 
given by Ibn Asir which is itself an exaggerated account. We, 
however, give this account in short. “ The idol of Somnath was 
the greatest in India to which people came, especially on lunar 
eclipse nights. Souls of men went to this place, it was 
believed, when separated from the body. The temple was 
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endowed with 10,000 villages ( ? ). Water from the distant 
Ganges was daily brought with which the idol was washed. 
One thousand Brahmins performed the worship of the idol and 
introduced the visitors. Three hundred persons were engaged in 
shaving the heads and beards of the pilgrims. Three hundred 
7 /omen sang and danced at the gate of the temple.^ (Female 
singers and dancers, in ancient times, danced before Siva idols 
as described by Kalidasa in Meghadhta, a custom still prevail- 
ing in Siva temples in the south, such as the Mange^a temple 
in Goa territory). It was believed that Somnath was displeased 
with the idols of Hind for not opposing Mahmud who, when 
he heard this, resolved upon breaking the Somnath idol and 
proving to the Hindus that their gods were false and that 
they might embrace the true faith. 

So he left Ghazni with 30,000 horse, on the 10th of Shaban 
414 H (1023), besides volunteers and reached Multan in the 
middle of Ramjan. Taking water and corn on 30,000 camels 
he started for Anhilwad through the desert. The chief of 
that town Bhima fled for safety to a fort (named Kandana by 
later writers and probably Kanthad in Cutch). Mahmud 
passed on to Somnath (it is not described anywhere that 
Anhilwad was captured and plundered) through a desert. He 
came to Dabalwarh, a place ten days Journey from Somnath. 
The people stayed there believing that Somnath would destroy 
Mahmud. But Mahmud took the place, plundered it and slay- 
ing the people marched on to Somnath. 

He arrived at Somnath on a Thursday in the middle of 
Zilkad, and beheld a strong fortress on the sea-shore washed by 
the waves. The people of the fort were on the walls laughing 
at the Moslems and telling them that their deity would destroy 
them all. On Friday the Moslems advanced to the assault and 
the Hindus fled, The Moslems scaling the walls with ladders 
entered and a fearful slaughter ensued. A body of Hindus 
entered the temple, cast themselves on the ground before the 
idol and implored him to grant them victory. 

Hext morning the battle was renewed and the Maho- 
medans drove the Hindus to the temple. ' A dreadful slaughter 
took place at the gate of the temple. Bands of Hindus would 
enter the temple and weeping and clasping their hands would 
12 
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entreat tjie idol, then issuing forth would fight until they were 
slain. Some took to the sea in boats but they v/ere attacked 
there and were either killed or drowned. 

The temple of Somnath was built upon fifty-six pillars of 
wood covered with lead. The idol itself was in a chamber and ^ 
was five cubits in height and three in girth and must have' ' 
been two cubits hidden in the basement. It had no appearance 
of having been sculptured. Mahmud seized the idol, part of it 
he burnt and part sent to Ghazni, where it was made a step at 
the entrance of the J ami Masjid. The shrine of the idol was 
dark but it was lighted by most exquisitely jewelled chandeliers. 
Near the idol was a chain of gold to which bells were attached 
which were rung every watch hour to rouse Brahmins to 
worship. The treasury v>^as near and in it were many idols of 
gold and silver, and veils set with jewels of -immense value. 
The worth of the whole plunder exceeded two million dinars 
and the number of the slain exceeded fifty thousand (E. IL^ 
p. 469-471). . \ 

This is an account simple and credible enough. The 
Brahmins or perhaps Eajputs made a frantic resistance at the 
temple itself only to be slain. But the ruler of Gujarat Bhima 
could have made a stubborn resistance before Somnath. He 
could have brought into the field a greater army even, consis- 
ting of cavalry, than that of Mahmud if he had been but true 
to his name and the Rajput character. But it must be 
remembered that Mahmud’s prestige by this time as a . conquer- 
or, had by his constant success, risen to its highest pitch 
like that of Napoleon who himself was latterly looked upon as 
equal to one lakh of men. But even Napoleon was stubbornly 
opposed by the Germans and the English at the battle of 
Waterloo. The Hindu character, as stated already, lacks in 
stubbornness under unfavourable circumstances and it is no 
wonder that Bhima took refuge in a fort in Cutch. After \ 
taking Somnath, Mahmud is said to have attacked him there, 
though he was impeded by the water of the Runn of Cutch and 
passing it v/as dangerous in consequence of the possible rise 
of v/ater at tide time. Bhima, when he saw the conqueror 
coming, fled even from there. Mahmud returned to Ghazni 
via Sind through the desert by a more westerly course where 
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he knew water was not available and where he could not have 
been deceived by treacherous Hindu guides. He was troubled 
extremely by the pirates of the Indus who are supposed to have 
belonged to the Jud country*. By a subsequent expedition 
against these Jats, Mahmud gave them condign punishment. 

Mahmud is said to have come, to Somnatli via Multan 
through the desert by an easterly course taking Ajmer and, 
Anhilwad on the way and returned via Cutch, Sind and Multan 
conquering Mansura on the way, as he feared that “Paramara- 
deva of Malwa (Bhoja) who was preparing to attack him would 
intercept him as he returned*’’ Probably he was afraid of losing 
the great plunder he had obtained, in a possible conflict with 
the Hindus. 


NOTE— SOMNATH. 

Somnath Patan or town of Somnath is situated on the west coast of 
Kathiawar and is at present under Junagadh. The place was visited in 
1843 hy a traveller and described in J. R. A S. VIII p. 173. “ Ihe old tem- 
ple is in ruins and a new temple has been built by Ahilyabai near the site of 
the old. But the extreme grandeur of the old temple is visible even in 
the ruins now remaining ”. This old temple according to our view was 
the one built by Siddharaja Jayasinba and Kumarapala and the temple 
which was destroyed by Mahmud was probably the one built by Bhoja 
Paramara of Malwa as stated in one of their inscriptions to be noted in 
Paramara history. The building of Bhoja was probably of wood as stated 
by Mahomedan historians. This building must probably have been erected 
before 1026 A. D. The building of a new stone temple was undertaken by 
Jayasinba of Anhilwad r.nd completed by Kumarapala, as is evident not 
only from Gujarat croniclers but from an inscription in a temple in Som- 
nath Patan which will be noticed in the history of Anhilwad. This Bhadra- 
kali temple Prasasti dated 1169 A. D. is very interesting and begins with 
the description of a Brahmin from Benares who appears to have undertaken 
the rehabilitation of temples ( probably destroyed by Mahmud ) fallen into 
ruin and he travelled on this meritorious mission throughout India and 
came to Somnath after visiting IJjjain. This mention of the sage Brah- 
min’s efiorts corroborates in our view to some extent the story told by later 
Mahomedan writers about Mahmud’s expedition to Somnath and the 
description of the temple by them. It is expressly stated that the temple was 
now built of stones. This temple was destroyed by the Mahomedan kings 
of Gujarat in the fourteenth century. The story that Mahmud removed the 
sandle gates of the temple of Somnath to Ghazni has not been credited by 

^ Mahmud In 1024 while returningfrom Somnath is said to have been harassed by the 
Jalsof Ihe Salt range but these Jats must have belonged to the bower Indus (Jhclura 
Gazetteer page ES). 
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modern scliolars and the gates which were brought by the English in 1843 
aftert their conquest, of Afghanistan are lying unnoticed in the fort at 
Agra (Sardesai). 

We may mention that there ia a referenoe to Somnath in the Bostan 
of Sadi and he relates a queer story which is probably a concoction of his 
own. Sadi in his estensive travels came to Somnath and saw there an 
ivory idol surmounted with precious jewels beautifully arranged, reatod on 
a golden chair set on a throne of teakwood. The Bhahmin pujari had a 
contrivance by which the idol would raise its hand. Sadi discovered the 
contrivance by accident when the Brahmin fled pursued by the deceived 
indignant Sadi who even killed him. Sadi fearing vengeance of the Brah- 
mins fled the country. This story is clearly an invention, for Sadi would 
not have been allowed even to approach the idol, much less to go behind it. 
Moreover it is not probably allowed that idols should be made of ivory. To 
the historian, however, this reference by Sadi to Somnath is remarkable as 
it makes no mention of Mahmud's invasion of Somnath and the breaking 
of the famous idol of Siva there. One would naturally expect some allusion 
to that event. This omission strengthens the doubt which is entertained 
sometimes about the truth of Mahmud’s expedition to Somnath. Sadi who 
was born in 1175 A. D. must have visited India when about 40 years old 
i. e. about 1215, and he wrote his Bostan when 80 years of age i. e. about 
1255 A. D. Delhi was already on both dates under the Mahomedans, 
though Gujarat was not. And the first writer to describe the expedition to 
Somnath is Ibn Asir who wrote about 1270 A. D. at the earliest. But after 
all, omission to mention a fact unless that mention is unavoidable or 
imperatively necessary is doubtful evidence and we cannot rely upon it 
and hold that Mahmud’s expedition to Somanath is imaginary. 



CHAPTER XVl. 


IDOLATRY OF THE HINDUS, 

We may pause here a little and reflect upon the supersti- 
tious debasement of idolatry into which the Hindus hnd drifted 
at this time. It indeed seems to us that the iconoclastic 
inroads of Mahmud had come upon the Hindus as an eye-opener 
and as a chastisement. Unfortunately the Hindus did not 
then take the lesson which these disasters taught them, nor 
have they learnt it even now. This is not a place to enter into 
the question whether idol-worship is countenanced by the 
Vedas or whether it is reasonable. There is not the smallest 
doubt, however, that idol-worship is accepted by Hinduism 
and perhaps properly accepted as leading to concentration of 
the mind on the deity. But idol-worship almost always leads 
the human mind into some superstitous beliefs, especially to 
the belief that the idol itself possesses the powers of the deity 
it represents. Belief in the miraculous powers of idols 
prevailed .in ancient times throughout all countries and 
prevails to this day wherever idol-worship is practised. 
Buddhism began with almost the denial of the Deity and 
drifted later into rampant idolatry viz : the worship of the 
Buddha himself and however learned and philosophic Hiuen 
Tsang may be, he believed in the miraculous powers of Buddha’s 
relics and Buddha’s idols as described in Volume I (p. 103). 
Hindus too amongst whom idolatry was already prevalent to a 
certain extent and who became still more idolatrous through 
the example of Buddhism which they supplanted believed to 
such an extent in the 'miraculous powers and sanctity of 
certain idols that the Pratihara emperors of Kanauj, though 
powerful enough to capture Multan, were always held back by 
the threat of the Mahomedan possessors of Multan that if the 
Hindus advanced they would break the famous sun-idol of 
Multan (see Vol, II p. 166). Even in the west the Romans and 
the Greeks who were in advance of other peoples in philosophy 
believed in the miraculous powers of certain idols. And 
Christianity in the beginning preached the formless God and 
often progressed among the pagans by actually proving to the 
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world that no such miraculous powers existed. The frantic but 
unavailing prayers of the worshippers of Somnath to destroy 
the sacrilegious conqueror remind us of a similar spectacle at 
Alexandria about six hundred years before at the demolishing 
of the idol of Serapis by the order of the emperor Theodosius ■, 
(389 A. D,), so graphically described by Gibbon. “ Alexandria^J 
which claimed his peculiar protection gloried in the name of 
the city of Serapis. His temple which rivalled the pride and 
magnificence of the capitol was erected on the spacious 
summit of an artificial mound raised one hundred feet above 
the level of the city. The sacrifices of the pagans prohibited 
by Theodosius were still tolerated in the city and temple of 
Serapis owing to the superstitious terrors of the Christians 
themselves as they feared to abolish these rites which alone 
could secure the inundation of the Nile, the harvests of Egypt 
and the subsistence of Constantinople, But at length an ex- 
plicit order from Theodosius arrived to demolish the temple 
and the idol. A great number of plates of different metals 
artificially joined together composed the majestic figure of the 
deity which touched on either side the walls of the sanctuary. 
He held in the right hand an emblematic monster the head 
and body of a serpent branching into three tails terminated by 
the heads of a dog, a lion and a wolf. It was confidently 
affirmed that if an impious hand should move to offend the 
majesty of the god, the heavens and the earth would instantly 
return to their original chaos. An intrepid soldier armed with 
a battle-axe ascended a ladder and even the Christian multi- 
tude expected with anxiety the result of the combat. He aimed 
a vigorous blow against the cheek of Serapis and the cheek fell to 
the ground ; but the heavens and the earth continued to preserve 
their accustomed order and tranquillity. The victorious soldier 
repeated his blows and the limbs of Serapis broken into pieces 
were ignominiously dragged through the streets of Alexandria. 
The Nile, though late, with its usual flood fertilized the plains 
of Egypt and falsified the prediction of false prophets. Many 
attributed their conversion to this impotence of the tutelary 
deity of Alexandria 

Gibbon moralises here upon the inad visibility of staking 
the truth of a religion on the miraculous powers of idols 
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which are but pieces of stone, metal or wood. Aud yet 
Christianity itself, like Buddhism, later drifted into the same 
superstitious idolatry which it had exposed, in the worship of 
idols of Jesus and Mary and Mahomedanism arose almost as a 
natural consequence to correct this error. The iconoclastic expe- 
ditions of Mahmud were similarly an eye-opener to the Hindus 
to correct their erroneous belief in the miraculous power of 
idols. But they also came to correct another error viz. the 
natural but absurd impulse to dedicate riches to temples and 
to decorate idols with gold and jewels. This added to the 
religious zeal of idol-breaking Mahomedans the further motive 
of greed for the gold and the jewels. Wherein is the merit 
of making idols of entire gold or of decorating them with 
priceless jewels ? Does an idol of five cubits height of pure gold 
contribute more powerfully to the concentration of the mind on 
the deity than a stone idol ? The old teachers of the Hindu 
religion prescribed small unworked stones in their natural 
shape as the proper Pratikas or idols of the four gods Siva, 
Vishnu, Gane^a and the Sun while Vedic Bishis were content 
with concentrating their mind on the sun itself and the wind. 
But the human mind cannot but descend into the superstitious 
desire first of having finished idols and then of having idols 

of gold and silver or of decorating them with precious jewels. 
/ 

Siva worship indeed in selecting the linga as an idol selected 
natural blocks of stone. And yet prosperous kings who were 
worshippers of these Swayambhu or natural lingas adorned 
them v/ith crowns of gold covered with diamonds and rubies, 
thus tempting robbers and even avaricious kings or conquerors 
and even priests and thereby themselves causing the de- 
secration of temples and the sacrilege of idols. Indian history 
is full of the mention of the building of new temples or of new 
rich endowments of temples by prosperous kings in every 
kingly line and specially holy places such as Mathura, Kot- 
Kangra, Somnath or Ujjain were overflowing with rich dona- 
tions of hundreds of pious kings and thousands of rich 
merchants. All these riches might have been differently 
employed, the historian and politician will observe, in the 
maintenance of strong armies by kings and the amelioration 
of the people by rich merchants. Both were apparently neg- 
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lected and temples were enriched and idols sumptuously 
decorated doubly accelerating the fall of the country by 
whetting the appetite, and strengthening the resources, of the 
foreign conqueror on the one side and weakening the power of 
resistance of our own kings and people on the other. But the 
Hindus did not learn these obvious lessons from these icono- 
clastic and plundering expeditions of Mahmud and they 
continued to build temples and accumulate riches in them. It 
may finally be observed that Hindus are not still alive to the 
two errors into which idol-worship when it degenerates into 
superstition descends viz. the belief in the miraculous powers 
of particular idols and the belief in the merit of donating riches 
to temples and idols leading to the demoralization of Mahants 
and pujaris. 

It is curious to observe that human nature usually leads 
men to the same actions. Mahmud.the breaker of idols and the 
plunderer of temples expended his acquisitions on the Juma 
mosque of Ghazni and used the gold, the rubies and the diamonds 
obtained from Hindu idols, in decorating its walls, by the 
same impulse of the human mind as had actuated the Hindus. 
He thus created the temptation which had impelled him, for 
others coming after him and history records that this mosque 
was probably plundered of its rich decorations by the idolators 
of Chin. Ohangiskhan whose desecration of the Jami Masjid 
.of Bokhara is described at length in Jahan Kusha of Juwaini 
(Elliot II p, 388) and whose doings at Bokhara were described 
by a fugitive in one pithy sentence in Persian “ The Moguls 
came, dug, burnt, slaughtered, plundered and departed ”, came 
to Ghazni on his return from the pursuit , of Jelalluddin in 
618 H (1236 A. D.), ordered all the inhabitants to be brought out 
of the city and counted, and after selecting artizans from 
among them, directed all the rest to be slain. He also de- 
stroyed the city and Ogtai returned towards Herat after burying 
the slain ” (Elliot II p. 390). Another extract states that Ogtai. 
took Ghazni by assault after a siege of four months ; it was 
burnt and destroyed to the very foundations, after about two 
hundred thousand persons had been inhumanly massacred 
(Elliot II p. 569). 



CHAPTER XVII 


DEATH OF MAHMUD AND HIS CHARACTER 

After the crowning exploit of his career viz. the plundering 
and destroying of Somnath, Mahmud did not undertake any 
inportant expedition ; perhaps there were no more worlds to 
conquer. The fame of his last exploit reached Baghdad 
“ which listened to the edifying tale of the destruction of 
Somnath with wonder and the Khalifa conferred upon him one 
more title ‘guardian of the fortune and faith of Mahomet’ 
(Gribbon)- i. e. Kahaf-ud-daulat-wal-Islam ” ( Elliot II p. 474). 
The Khalifa also conferred titles upon his sons Mas’aud, 
Muhammad, and Yusuf. Thus honoured by the head of the 
Mahoniedan faith and in the fullness of glory and without any 
reverse, Mahmud died about three years after his greatest 
exploit i. e. in 420 H. (A. D. 1029) at the advanced age of 61, 
leaving behind him grown-up sons and experienced ministers 
and generals. 

Historians have recorded highly appreciative notices of 
the character of Mahmud, beginning with Gibbon. “Turning 
from accounts of bloodshed of which unfortunately history is 
too full ” observes Gibbon “ it is a pleasant task to stop for a 
while to appreciate the good qualities of Mahmud, undoubtedly 
one of the greatest kings of the world “ His name is still 
venerated in the East. His subjects enjoyed the blessings of 
prosperity and peace ; and examples are recorded of his justice 
and magnanimity. Avario*^ was the only defect that tarnished 
the illustrious character of Mahmud, and never, has that passion 
been more richly satisfied “ In his last moment he viewed 
with tears in his eyes his whole wealth displayed before him, 
so laboriously won, so dangerously held, so inevitably lost ”, 
and he reviewed his army “which consisted of one hundred 
thousand foot, fifty-five thousand horse and thirteen hundred 
war elephants ”. 

Mahmud’s greatness as a general and commander has 
been acknowledged by all. Lane-Poole describes him as “a great 
13 
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soldier and a man of infinite courage and indefatigable energy 
of mind and body.” Lane-Poole also extols his good govern- 
ment and justice and quotes the opinion of the great Vizier of 
Seljuk that “ Mahmud was a just sovereign, a lover of learning, 
cf generous nature and of pure faith ” (p. 35). That he was ^ 
a patron of learned men is proved by the fact that great^ 
luminaries like Al-Beruni the astronomer, Al-Faribi the 
philosopher, Al-Utbi the chronicler, Al-Baihaki the gossipper, 

( Arabic writers) and Ansuri, Farukhi and Asjudi (Persian poets) 
and above all Firdusi the Homer of Persian literature resided at 
his court and obtained support from him. While thus duly 
appreciating the greatness of Mahmud, Lane-Poole thinks that 
“ MahmuJ_ was not . a, _ statesman;, no . new institutijons or 
methods of government were initiated by him, and he did not 
attempt to organise and consolidate what he had acquired ; for 
as soon as he passed, his ill-knitted dominions fell asunder. 

Before we proceed to discuss the adverse remarks of , 
Gibbon and Lane-Poole, we will add our meed of praise of 
Mahmud as a great soldier, a consumate commander and a 
just ruler and administrator. We indeed think that Mahmud 
was one of those great men whom nature produces at intervals, 
men of exceptional qualities and unparallelled capacities, men 
who like Akbar or Shivaji, Hapolean or Peter the Great create 
new epochs in the history of the world and change the desti- 
nies of nations. As a man Mahmud was a person of strict 
discipline and stern conduct. In all his expeditions we do not 
read, along with the plunder of towns and temples and even 
slaughter and enslavement of fighters, the slaying or ravishing 
of women. And he loved . justice and hated oppression so 
thoroughly that he was ready to destroy his own son if caught 
in the act of adultery. He was a good ruler and administrator 
and laboured to promote the well-being of his people in every 
way, protected commerce by the suppression of robbery and kept . 
the communications between distant provinces free of danger 
so that “caravans passed freely between Khorasan and Lahore” 
(Utbi). He appointed good governors to the provinces and 
exercised strict supervision over them so that they did not 
oppress the people. Utbi describes in detail how his brother 
Uasirj appointed governor of Khorasan in Hishapur, was also 
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known for his excellent administration and “ was so kind that 
he never uttered a harsh word or offered wrong or violence to 
any one ” (Utbi p. 4 86). Utbi is not a flatterer when he praises 
Mahmud as “ the glorious lord of the poor, who displayed 
the face of level equity between the widow and the wealthy 
so that the door of boasting and oppression was closed ” “ And 
he charged an examiner of weights and measures to go among 
the market people and guard the standard of weights and 
measures. He made each street a clear road for asses, camels, 
and stalls. Formerly the streets of the bazars were not covered 
and the market people were vexed by dust and rain and he 
ordered the roofs of the bazars to be connected and in two 
months the city was entirely covered with roofs, with light- 
affording devices interwoven, so that all may be gladdened 
by the penetrating of the rays of the sun ” (p. 486). “ He 
expended (yearly) nearly one hundred thousand dinars in 
promoting justice and gladness for the people and in honour- 
able and pious liberalities ” (ditto). This amply shows that 
Mahmud was fully alive to the duty of a sovereign to secure 
the happiness and promote the welfare of the common people 
in the cities and the provinces of his territory. 

Mahmud was a zealous Mahomedan and had implicit faith 
in his own religion. He always prayed before he began his 
battles and often in the hour of trial he would place reliance 
on God’s promise in the Koran to aid and give victory to the 
faithful. In this respect as in many others, he resembled 
Shivaji who also had firm faith in his own religion and his own 
mission and often in his hour of trial he too would appeal ' to 
his favourite deity for help and guidance. Such appeals were 
probably made from conviction, though in both cases they 
might have been made for the purpose of raising the spirits, 
and inspiring confidence into the hearts, of his followers. Mah- 
mud’s taking augury from the Koran at critical moments was 
like Shivaji’s praying to BhavanI and in a trance giving utter- 
ance to her words of encouragement and guidance. In both 
cases we believe these acts were not pretences but arose from 
an intense religious turn of mind and implicit faith in God. 

It may also be added that Mahmud did not revel in 
cruelty as some conquerors did in history. He did not perpe 
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trate those inhuman massacres of innocent and helpless 
human beings which Changis and Timur two and three centu 
ries after him or even some Mahomedan kings of the Deccan 
later still, perpetrated in Asia and India. In inflicting punish- 
ment of death on heretics again, Mahmud always acted not on 
mere suspicion but after due examination and ascertainment 
of views of the learned orthodox Eadhis. The descriptions of 
such religious assemblies or synods presided over by Mahmud 
himself, given by Utbi are interesting (p. 481) though they were 
in the nature of inquisition. And Mahmud’s presence and 
power exercised a temperate influence on their proceedings. 
Even in his religious bigotry, therefore, we think that Mahmud 
was not inhuman or tyrannical. 

NOTE TAHAKAT-I-NASIRI ON MAHMUD. 

*‘This monarch by his manliness, his bravery and intrepidity, his 
•wisdom and foresight, his prudent counsels and wise measures considerably 
extended the Mahomedan conquests in the east and greatly extended the 
domimion of Islam in that quarter. The whole of Ehorasan and Khwarism 
Tabaristan, Irak, the territory of Nimroj and Pars, the mountain district of 
Ghor, Tukharistan came under the control of his officers. The Maliks of 
Turkestan acknowledged his superiority. He threw a brigde over the 
Jihun (Oxus) and marched into Turan and the Khakans of Turkestan came 
and tendered him their allegiance. At their request the son of Seljuk was 
permitted to cross over the Jihun with all his kindred and dependents into 
Ehorasan. The most sagacious men of the time considered this permission 
a grave error as they perceived the danger to his sons and descendants 
(p. 86 Raverty’s tras. ) 

Turning now to tho considoration of the blomishcs in 
Mahmud’s character, Mahmud’s avarice, we think, has been 
greatly exaggerated. The very fact that he amassed riches as 
no man in history did, impels people to believe that he was 
avaricious. The story that he wept in the moment of death 
at the sight of those incalculable treasures he was going to part 
with, is probably an invention and a calumny. Mahmud was 
too religiously minded to weep at the inevitable lot of mankind, 
especially when we remember that he left behind him sons to 
w-hom man in his frailty is always willing and glad to resign 
his own acquisitions. He was no doubt not a- spendthrift as 
princes who inherit vast riches usually are. But there is not 
the least doubt that he was generous as even the Vizier of.Seljuk 
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observed, a testimony more reliable than that of later writers. 
He spent every year vast sums on the encouragement of letters 
and had founded a well endowed college with salaried profes- 
sors where students were fed at state expense near the Jami 
Masjid he had built, as already stated (ITtbi p. 466). The story 
told about Firdusi that he was promised one thousand gold 
dirhams for every one thousand verses and offered silver 
dirhams when the work (Shahnama) was completed with 60000 
verses, has probably confirmed, if it has not actually originated 
this imputation of avarice to Mahmud. This story is also, 
we think, a later invention as “much of the traditional life 
of Firdusi is rejected by modern scholars (Encyclopaedia 
Britannica). Indeed the current story would, in our view, 
rather prove the avarice and anger of Firdusi than the avarice 
and anger of Mahmud. In any case that same story shows 
the great encouragement which Mahmud gave to literature 
and the preservation of the ancient history of Persia. The fact 
that Firdusi, though a Shia and perhaps a heretic, was entrusted 
with this work of immortalising the history of fire-worshipping 
Persian kings brings out Mahmud’s unalloyed love of letters. 
“ Mahmud himself a Sunni and a fanatical Moslem still 
extended patronage to Persian literature and learning and 
developed it even at the expense of Arabic institutions 
(ditto). In this love of learning and knowledge for their own 
sake, Mahmud may be said to have even surpassed Akbar who 
encouraged the study of Sanskrit ; for Akbar was not a rigid 
Mahomedan. Mahmud already had directed the completion of 
Persian legendary history commenced by the Samanides them- 
selves but finally entrusted the work to Firdusi, a native of 
Tus in Khorasan, the home of Persian poets, seeing that he 
was best fitted for it by his wonderful poetical talents and bis 
intimate knowledge of the folklore of the ancient Persians. 
And Mahmud’s patronage of Al-Beruni shows that he did not 
object even to the study of Sanskrit literature, philosophy and 
science. At any rate the galaxy of learned men, poets, and 
philosophers of unique ability, like Firdusi and Al-Beruni 
v/hich illumined the court of Mahmud should make him as 
renowned as Akbar of modern and Vikramaditya of ancient 
fame. For these reasons, we are disposed to attach not fiiiuch 
value to the general imj^utarion of avarice to Mahmud., 
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xNor do we think that Lane-Poole’s remark that Mahmud 
■ was not a statesman can be justified. The reason why his 
empire fell as soon as he passed away was entirely different. 
In the first place we do not know for certain that Mahmud did 
not initiate any new methods of government or that he made no 
attempt to organise and consolidate his acquisitions. There 
are no records either to prove or disprove this statement. We 
have no author* like Abul Fazal who wrote the Ain-i-Akbari 
and gave us full details about Akbar’s administration, to tell 
us how Mahmud administered his empire. But that it was 
a well-organised and well-conducted government we cannot 
doubt. We are told by Utbi that full records were kept at 
Ghazni even of his expeditions and that Mahmud himself, like 
Babar, wrote memoirs in the midst of his wars and sent them 
home. An extract is given by Utbi from his memoir written 
from’Mathura in the very bustle and turmoil of fighting and 
plundering, admiring the beauties of the temples of Mathura. 
There were registers of the provinces and of their revenues 
and expenditures' and provincial governors were strictly super- 
vised by the minister who regularly attended the Diwan or 
office. The working of an ordered administration clearly 
appears from the gossipping tales of Baihaki also. Although, 
therefore, we do not know the exact nature of the system of 
Mahmud s administration, there is no doubt that it was a well- 
ordered system. Whether it was new or whether it was copied 
from the system of administration of the Samanide empire of 
which Ghazni was originally a subordinate member, we do not 
know. But even if Mahmud followed, carefully, .and strictly 
an old system it .would . itself, prove bi.c; sfiatesmansbip. Even 
Shivaji kept on, to a large extent, the old system of administra- 
tion at Bijapur, while introducing many changes which were 
necessary for his Swaraj and the new spirit of a Hindu king. 
Akbar s administrative system was no doubt new and original 
but he had to rule an extensive empire inhabited by aliens in 
race and religion and comprising provinces differing in every 
detail such as land, climate, and people. 

How Mahmud organised his army we have also no infor- 
mation as' we have as to how Akbar or Shivaji organised their 
armies. But Mahmud’s organisation must have been sound. 
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since we know that he had a perfect striking machine which 
v/as successful eTery where and he made rnarches iu such 
distant lands as Eanauj or Somnath over broad rivers, high 
mountains and long deserts. The institution of his bodyguard 
was peculiar to himself and this bodyguard of 5000 men, the 
pick and flower of the Turkish soldiers, was always used by 
Mahmud with effect at the opportune moment in the fight. 

We have, therefore, no materials to say that Mahmud did 
not introduce or initiate new institutions of government or did 
not attempt the organisation of his provinces. On the contrary, 
we have every reason to believe that Mahmud’s civil and 
military administration was v/ell-ordered and strong. The 
reason why his empire fell as soon as he passed away was, 
according to our view, the fact that Mahmud’s successors 
were incapable both as soldiers and administrators. This is 
the principal defect of all despotic systems of government. It 
is only rarely that we meet with a line of successive kings 
possessing vigour of body and mind like the Mogul line 
wherein from Babar to Aurangzeb we have six successive 
emperors of remarkable ability and even power. Shivaji like 
Mahmud again was unfortunate in his successors and if the 
Maratha kingdom prospered in the eighteenth century, it was 
due to the vigour of the Peishwas whose four generations 
were men of great power as statesmen and generals. Even 
the British empire was and is strong not because of its 
good system of administration but because of its peculiar 
home constitution. The government in England is not 
despotic and is a government consisting of King, Lords and 
Commons which makes it impossible for voluptuous or des- 
potic kings to come to the throne or incapable or ambitious 
governors or generals to come to India and its provinces. 
Laws may be imperfect or even bad. It is the strict observance 
of laws, good or bad as they may be, which ensures strength and 
prosperity to a kingdom. The system of government in Eng° 
land ensures the observance of laws and therefore the conti«» 
nuous succession of ejBficient administrators and commanders.. 
Under despotic, government, kings who. enjoy absolute power 
by mere birth and not by fitness often turn out voluptuaries 
and becoining incapable are unable to restrain the ambition 
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of generals of armies qr governors, of provinces and thus pro- 
Vinces fall away and even the ruling dynasty is eventually 
destroyed. Then again under a limited monarchy and under 
republics the people develop a feeling of nationality which 
further guarantees the strength of the kingdom or the empire. 
For even if there appear ambitious governors or generals no\y 
and then, a strong national sentiment prevents soldiers or peo- 
ples from assisting rebels and traitors, thus making them 
powerless to do mischief. In fine, it is not true that the empire 
of Mahmud fell to pieces after him because of its imperfect 
system of administration, but it fell because of the despotic 
nature of its government which could not secure a continuity 
i of capable rulers and of able and loyal governors ; and because 
\ of the absence of the feeling of nationality in the people making 
it impossible for traitorous governors to assume independence. 

To sum up, we think that Gibbon is right when he says 
that Mahmud was one of, the greatest kings of the. world.. He 
was an intrepid soldier and a consummate commander, a lover 
of justice and a patron of learned men, a sovereign who laboured 
for the peace and prosperity of his people and strove to extend 
education and commerce. As a man, Mahmud was a person 
of strict discipline and was not by nature cruel or avaricious ; 
but was temperate and generous. He was also highly religious 
and of pure rigid faith. The great and perhaps solitary blemish 
in his character was, according to our view, his bigotted into- 
lerance. By this defect he was not only led to plunder temples 
and rifle idols but even to destroy them and forcibly convert 
people in the conquered territories. Firm faith in, and zeal 
for, one’s own religion is not inconsistent with respect for the 
religious beliefs and sacred edifices of other peoples. For this 
reason Mahmud, in our view, ranks lower than Akbar in ;the 
list of great kings and can certainly not compare with Shivaji 
who was as zealous as Mahmud in his own faith yet was 
tolerant enough to spare the sacred structures of Islam and to 
honour its holy men. This spot on Mahmud s character is 
indeed so great, that it does not disappear in the multitude of 
his good qualities like the spot on the moon in her rays (Kali- 
dasa), but like poverty mars his many merits ( unnamed poet). 
The plundering of towns and temples may be excusable from the 
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stand-point of international ethics, and may be \ forgotten 
but the forcible conversion of people can not be justified or 
excused from the higher view-point of humanity and can never 
be forgotten. The reasonable interpretation of the Koran does 
not countenance the forcible conversion of people, as even the 
learned in the Koran have lately declared. And Abu Bakr had 
declared that conquered people should be permitted to retain 
their religion on payment of a capital tax. Yet religious 
fanaticism impelled Mahmud not only to destroy temples 
and idols, but to forcibly convert hundreds and thousands of 
Hindus in the conquered territories. It can not be denied that 
man has the most sacred and inviolable right to worship 
God in the manner he chooses and from this higher stand-point 
of humanity one can not too strongly condemn the forcible 
conversion of conquered people. In the present progress of 
civilization, one may even condemn peaceful but active pro- 
paganda for the spread of religion and time will soon arrive when 
nations will realise (he utility and even the necessity of stop- 
ping all missionary or other efforts for the conversion of people 
by force, fraud or favour. But force especially, at all times, 
must be condemned as infringing the most precious right of 
mail and we are constrained to look upon the bigotted intoler- 
ance of Mahmud which led him to forcibly convert thousands 
of Hindus as a great blemish on the otherwise high character 
of this great Mahomedan king. 



NOTlli— WAS MAHMUD OR SHIVAJijfA BANDIT? 

The greatest condemnation of Mahmud is contained in the Oxfor 
History of India by Sir Vincent Smith, which states (p. 194). “So far a 
India was concerned, Mahmud was simply a bandit, operating on a lar 
scale. He did not attempt to effect any permanent conquest except in th 
Panjab and his raids had no lasting results beyond the destruction 
property and priceless monuments”. Mahmud’s plundering expeditio 
into India were so many and so successful like those of Shivaji, that one 
attention is fixed on these plunders and one is led to look at Mahm 
as at Shivaji as a great plunderer, a successful bandit. Many historia 
have written in the same strain and said in derogation ' of him that 
merely plundered and did not annex, suggesting therein that annexati 
is less heinous than plundering. But is it really so? Is it not practical 
plundering other people of their immovable property, especially of the 
land which is the most valuable of all properties ? And even if annexati 
mean stable government, it does always mean better government. Inde 
Mahomedan government Vas not and could not have been better gbver 
ment than Hindu government. For that matter any foreign government 
worse than native government, for it always leads to heavy taxation whi 
is equivalent to continuous, systematic and legalised plundering of t 
people. That Mahmud did not annex but merely plundered Indian territ 
ties would be rather praiseworthy than otherwise. As a matter of fa 
however, this statement itself is not correct as we proceed to show. 

Let us see how like a consummate diplomat or statesman, Mahm 
slowly extended hie empire from Ghazni by gradual annexations, as t 
British did from their centres in Bombay, Madras, and Calcutta. Mahm 
was originally king of Zabulistan or the territory round Ghazni whi 
again formerly belonged to tho Rajputs and he was also governor of Kh 
rasan on behalf of the Sair ani emperors. When the Samani empire f 
owing to the attacks of the Turkish hordes beyond the Oxus, he annex 
Khorasan and allowed Ilek-khan, the Turk, to annex the northern porti 
of the Samani kingdom beyond the Oxus, or Mawarannahar. Thus the 
two powerful kings accommodated each other. From Zabulistan, Mahm 
extended his dominion eastward and from Khorasan westward by t 
gradual absorption of the adjoining kingdoms. Even this was not done 
at once. Mahmud or his father first acquired Kabulistan, then he annex 
the lower part of the present N. W. Frontier Province viz. Bannu a 
the adjoining ter/itory and subsequently the northern porition viz. Pesh 
war and Wahind. These three provinces belonged, as we have seen 
Jaipal, the Brahmin Shahi king of Kabul who was also the ruler of t 
whole of the Panjab. We see how adroitly Mahmud deprived Jaipal of 
provinces one by one without driving him to sudden despair like the Briti 
trho from Bombay gradually acquired one district after another of t 
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Brahmin ruler of the Deccan. Anondapala, like Bajirao, was for a time 
left in the possession of the Pan jab after the loss of his provinces to the 
west of the Indus, subject to a tribute. But the final collision came as it 
was bound to come and both Anandapala and Bajirao lost their kingdoms 
which were finally annexed by tho conquering power. Vv hen Sir Vincent 
Smith makes an exception of the Panjab, the largest part of Mahmud's 
dominions in the east, he practically admits that Mahmud as a result of 
his various raids up to the twelfth expedition did annex vast territories 
and effected permanent occupation. Nay more, Mahmud attempted to 
consolidate his dominions by the forcible conversion to Islam of the people 
of the annexed provinces. He probably realised the necessity of unity of 
religious belief in the people as an important factor in the consolidation 
of kingdoms; and systematically carried out the forcible conversion of the 
people ; for example of Ghor on the wect and Swat and Bajaur in the north- 
eastern corner of Afghanistan on the west side of the Indus. On the east 
side, that is in the Panjab, it appears that the rigour of the policy of con- 
version was not continued though even in the Panjab he converted forcibly 
many peoples especially in the westen part contiguous to the river 
Indus. Mahmud’s statesmanship as a Mahomedan king in forcibly 
converting the people of the annexed territories immediately in the vicinity 
of his kingdom cannot be denied and Mahmua thus not only annexed but 
consolidated territories. 

But it may be objected that Mahmud’s later expeditions to Mathura 
and Kahauj and to Somnath were mere plundering expeditions undertaken 
with no desire of annexation or permanent occupation. Even this is not 
correct. Distant provinces like Antarbed or Oudh or Gujarat could not be 
at opce occupied. It was necessary to gradually absorb them by the usual 
method :of absorption viz. first exaction of tribute and then final over- 
throw, when the intervening territory was fully absorbed. Thus the Bri- 
tish first absorbed Bengal, then Bihar, then Oudh, and then the Panjab. 
It must be remembered that when Eajyapala first merely escaped, Mah- 
mud reinvaded Oudh, conquered Bari and finally subjected him to a tribute. 
It aprears that this tribute was long paid by the Kanauj kingdom to 
Ghazni, for we have epigraphic evidence which shows that the charge of 
this tribute was distributed over the whole kingdom of Kanauj as a perma- 
nent tax in excess of the usual land tax. It is otrange that scholars have 
not understood the real nature of the tax called “Turushkadanda” men- 
tioned in the grants of this period coming from the territory of Kanauj 
only. The Jhusi grant of Triloohanapala dated 1026 A. D. does not men- 
tion this Turushkadanda ; but all later grants, even those of the Gahada- 
valas, mention it, who though independent of Ghazni continued to exact 
this tax, as despotic kings rarely give up an- impost which has become 
usual and of long standing, though the necessity of it no longer exists. In 
this Turushkadanda, we are reminded of the chauth of the Marathas, for 
the realisation of which they regularly maintained officers in the provinces 
of the Mogul empire. It is likely that Turkish soldiers and officers also 
remained in the country of Kanauj to collect this tribute and it is these 
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Turks "whom Bhoja or Kar^ia drove away as we shall relate in their 
history. We have actually ascertained the fact that Turushkadanda is 
mentioned only in grants found in the Kanauj kingdom and not in any 
grants found in the Chedi or Bengal territory and certainly not in 
Paramara or Solankhi territory viz. Malwa and Gujarat, We are, 
therefore, assured that M ahmud did subject Kanauj to a permanent 
tribute* -which would naturally have led, in future years, to the annexation 
of that kingdom had the succeeding kings at Ghazni possessed his vigour 
and continued his policy in the manner in which British policy consistently 
worked throughout the nineteenth century. With regard to the raid on 
Somnath, even therein Mahmud had apparently an intention of permanent 
occupation in the distant future. Such raids, even if for plunder only, under- 
mine the power of the plundered kingdom and make way for future annexa- 
tion. We, therefore, think that it is unhistorical to look upon Mahmud as 
a mere plunderer without any design of permanent occupation. It is not 
only against human nature, but also against history, when we see that he 
annexed and permanently occupied the -whole of the extensive territory of 
the Shahis from Kabul to Lahore in the east and extensive provinces of the 
Saraanis in the west. 

But granting that Mahmud led merely plundering expeditions into 
India without any intention of permanent conquest, would it be proper to 
describe him as a bandit as many historians have done ? Such wrong 
descriptions have actually led to wrong theories and to baneful results as 
is well-known and historians should use such. terms with care and depict 
persons in their proper light. Two persons in history have suffered much 
in this way. Mahmud and Shivaji have usually been called bandits and 
plunderers, in consequence of, the large number of their plundering expedi- 
tions and of their uniform success resulting in fabulous accumulation 
of riches. But we forget that correctly speaking neither Mahmud nor 
Shivaji can be called a bandit or a robber and if we do • use the terms, 
we do DO without attributing to them the moral degradation connoted 
by them. It must always be remembered that murder or dacoity is not 
only legally but morally reprehensible. The story of Alexander and the 
robber may be a very witty one but it inculcates a wrong theory. A 
robber when he robs a fellow citizen acts against the tacit agreement 
which he has entered into in acknowledging allegiance to a government 
that he would not deprive a fellow citizen of his property except in due 
course of law or of his life except in self-defence exercised within legal 
limits. The relations of nations or peoples are subject to no such tacit 
agreement. Indeed international law or custom has always recognized, 
from the moot ancient times down to the present, the right of the stronger 


^ Tura&bkadanda is explained by some as a tax on Turkish settlers but it was not 
a tax on Turks but on all cultivators in the village, as appears clear from .the grants 
of* Inam .villages of the time in Kanauj'territory, 


WAS MAHMUD OR SHIVAJI A BANDIT? 109 

nation to attack the weaker and deprive it even of its independence. The 
law of the brute, to speak plainly, or of .the fish as it is actually called in 
an inscription of Pala kings of Bengal, has always been followed by nations. 
The Digvijayas in ancient Indian history can only be justified on this 
admitted right of the strong to humble the weak. There are no doubt 
instances in history, of noble sovereigns who refused to benefit by this 
law and who rose superior to the temptations of power, a Maria Theressa 
who refused to attack Poland because it was weak or an Asoka who 
after slaughtering a lakh of people in conquering Kalinga was so seized 
by the feeling of remorse that he gave up war for all time to come. But 
these rare instances only prove the rule. It is only after the last Euro- 
pean War that nations have become alive to the necef-sity and the pro- 
priety of conceding the right of the weak to live undisturbed. But through- 
out past history, we see that nations and kings have generally followed 
the law of brute force by which the strong can at any time and for any 
reason pounce upon the weak and deprive him of bis land, property and 
even independence. While, therefore, the robber is legally or morally 
reprehensible, Alexander and many of his compeer conquerors cannot be 
considered morally depraved, when they deprived other nations of their 
liberty or property. And when Shiva ji or Mahmud are described in his- 
torical writings as bandits or plunderers, it must always be understood 
that these terms do not convey the ordinary sense of condemnation con- 
noted by them. 

It must further be remembered that Shivaji never committed murder,® 
even in his high mission of establishing Swaraj. And he plundered rich 
cities in the Mogul or Bijapur territory only when he was at war with 
them, and only after setting himself up as a de facto independent sovereign. 
The right of belligerents to plunder the enemy has been recognised even 
in the west. Indeed plundering weakens the weaker nation’s power of 
defence and increases the stronger’s power of offence. England herself 
has plundered enemies many a time. Drake and Hawkins plundered the 
ships of Spain carrying gold from America to Spain when England was 
at war with the latter country. Drake even plundered the cities of Chili 
and Peru without the excuse of war and he has not been described by 
English historians as a bandit. The British -.have plundered the French 
at Pondichery in Indian history and have massacred and plundered the 
townspeople of Jhansi when that city fought and stood a siege in the 
mutiny of 1857. And yet these acts cannot, legally and even morally, be 
described or denounced as murders or dacoities. Mahmud or Shivaji 
never plundered their own subjects, and they both punished robbers in 


» The true account of Afzalkhan's death shows that Shivaji killed him in self defence. 
Shivaji did not instigate the murder of Chandrarao More as be is believed by many 
including Jadunath Sarbar to have done. A historical document recently found shows 
that the Chandrarao More supposed to have been murdered was an adopted minor 
at that time and he escaped to Rairi when Jawali was attacked. For further details we 
may refer the curious reader to our Marathi paper on Chandrarao More and Shivaji. 
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their territories severely. Shivaji so far recognised his duty as a king t 
he recompensed bis subjects whenever his own soldiers or even the soldi 
of an enemy plundered them. 

It is, in fine, wrong both historically and philosophically to desc 
Mahmud or Shivaji as a bandit in the ordinary sense of the term. T 
acts were committed as sovereigns and when there was an actual stat 
war and they, therefore, do not come under the code of ordinary law 
morality. The law of nations as understood hitherto in the east and e 
in the west has always conceded the right of the strong to attack the w 
for any ostensible reason and the victor has always exercised the ri 
to plunder the vanquished. The destruction of Hindu temples and id 
may no doubt be condemned from the higher stand-point of humanity 
acts of bigotted intolerance. But the plundering of cities and temples bei 
an act of war committed by one sovereign against another cannot 
described or denounced as dacoity even though it led to ‘ the destructi 
of priceless monuments ’ and we are constrained to record our view t 
even Mahmud, much more Shivaji cannot be properly described as a band 
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D0W13FALL OF THE PANJAB AND KABUL 
-APPARENT CAUSES. 

Sind fell before the Arabs under Muhammad Kasim in 712 ; 
the Panjab fell before the Turks under Mahmud in 1009, and 
Northern India fell before the Afghans under Ghori from i 193 
to 1200 A. D. The causes of the downfall in each of these 
three oases were not the same ; were in fact extremely different. 
We have discussed the causes of the downfall of Sind in Volume 
I and shown that Sind fell chiefly owing to the treachery of 
some feudatories of Chach and the pusillanimity of the 
Buddhists. Sind was then ruled by a Brahmin and Panjab 
also was ruled by a Brahmin king; but both Dahar and 
Anandapala fought with the bravery of Rajputs. These ruling 
Brahmin dynasties were practically Kshatriyas. And from the 
most ancient times when Drona fought in the Mahabharata 
war down to the time of the Peshwas, Brahmin kings and 
chiefs fought as bravely as the Kshatriyas. Indeed Brahmin 
soldiers also such as the Pandes of Northern India in the days 
of the mutiny fought as valiantly as other soldiers in the 
British army. ^Curiously enough the same accident befell 
Dahar as befell Anandapala in their final hard contested battles 
and the elephant of Dahar left the battlefield as that of the 
latter did and would not stop until it had thrown itself into a lake 
and alloyed its fever. But accidents befall every man in his life 
and are not the real causes of downfalls ; as stated before fate 
is an over-riding and common factor in all the concerns of 
this world and in a historical survey of causes it may be 
excluded from consideration. Though these two facts in the 
case of Sind and the Panjab are almost identical yet the real 
causes of the fall of the Panjab are different from the causes 
of the fall of Sind. In the case of the former we read of 
treachery or defection of no Indian king or feudatory. 
Perhaps the Mahomed an historian XJtbi, the Secretary, of 
Mahmtid, who must have known all secrets omitted purposely 
the mention of such cases. But as in even Mahomodan 



INVASIONS OF MAHMIJI) 

histories of Sind we have such a mention, we may safely say 
that in the case of the Panjab treachery was' not one of the 
causes of its downfall. Nor was there any great difference of 
religion in the Panjab causing pusillanimity of the people. As 
explained in the last chapter of Volume II, India at this time 
was under one and the same religion viz. Hinduism, without 
the feuds between ‘ Vaishnavism ’ and ‘ Saivism ’ which later 
distracted that religion. As stated therein, India at this time 
was in the happiest condition of having one religion. Buddhism 
being dead and Mahpmedanism being yet far off. India was 
also blessed in other respects in the tenth century A. D. and was 
at the height of its strength and prosperity from which as from 
a summit there was bound to be a descent by the laws of nature. 

The historian has to find how this descent came on. 

Various causes are assigned by historians or are usually 
imagined by people in this connection ; but most of these in 
our view were non-existent or are not the real causess. Thus ^ .. 
Lane-Poole remarks “ To the contrast of union and disunion? 
north and south, race and climate was added the zeal of the 
Moslem and the greed of the robber Saohau thinks that the 
princes of Northern India were too narrowminded to see the 
danger and to unite (preface to Al-Beruni). Sardesai states that 
Mahmud knew that there were small kingdoms in India which 
were constantly fighting with one another and that he had a 
large army which he had to feed and employ somehow. How 
these various views are, in our opinion, not well-founded, we 
proceed to discuss at length. 

That the Hindu kingdoms in India were not alive to the 
danger and did not unite is not a fact, as we actually see in 
the history recorded by Mahomedans themselves. A new and 
dangerous religion had come^ to the frontiers of India long 
ago viz. in Sind in 712 and the Hindus then, under the first 
Rajput warriors of Mewad and Sambhar, as shown in Vol. II 
pp. 5 and 91, offered a most stubborn resistance to the Arabs and 
stayed their onward march for ever. Three hundred years later 
came the Turks fired with the fanaticism of new proselytes and, 
establishing themselves at Ghazni began to harass the Hindus 
and destroy their temples. Nay the Hindus had an experience 
of what was coming on, 60 years before, when Zabulistan wag 
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firsl' fcakeu by Yakub-i-Lais aud bis governor destroyed a 
i'amous Hindu temple at Sakbawand and Eai Kamlu of Kabul 
was staggered at tbe sacrilege (E. il. p. 172). Tbe Hindu kings 
T.^ere, therefore, alive to tbe danger from long experience and 
(lid tbrice combine, brought large armies larger than those 
’ which Mahmud could oppose to them, yet failed. The idea, 
therefore, that the Hindu kings v/ere oblivious of the peril and 
did not unite is entirely against the facts. 

Nor v/as there any real need for this union. The idea 
that Hindu kingdoms of this time vmre small is not correct. 
The Shahi kingdom of Kabul and the Panjab was far more 
extensive than the small kingdom of Ghazni v/hich was ruled 
by Sabuktagin or in his early days by Mahmud himself. That 
kingdom should alone have been able to destroy Ghazni if it 
had been well prepared. The kingdom of Kanau] was more 
extensive and more powerful still. Indeed that kingdom, as 
Arab travellers relate, kept four armies constantly in the field 
i which were so powerful that they could have taken even 
Multan and driven the Arabs out of Sind. The kingdom of the 
Chandel king Dhanga was not insignificant and though 
Rajyapala of Kanauj had fallen from the example of his great 
ancestor Bhoia., Dhanga the king of Kalangar and Gwalior 
was powerful enough to be able himself alone to destroy 
Mahmud. It is generally not known that Mahmud’s kingdom 
at this time was small and his army also was comparatively 
inconsiderable. It was also not drawn from one nation, the 
■soldiers being Turks, Afghans, Kurds and Persians who were 
often at war with one another. Mahmud indeed did not come 
with an overpowering force of barbarians like Zangis or 
, Timur who with Mogul horsemen of one race numbering 
seven or four lakhs swept like tornedces over Asia from the 
Caspian to the Indus and wrought destructioninfive years v/hich 
five hundred years were unable to repair (Gibbon). Mahmud’s 
army was undoubtedly small compared with the army of 
Jaipal, as even Mahomedan historians relate, in the first great 
battle and even in the second with Anadapala. Hor was it 
more united than the Hindu army so as to oppose union to 
disunion. The contrast of north and south also did not exist for 
Ghazni was opposed to Kabul ; and the soldiers of J aipai of Kabul 
15 
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were unquestionably Afghans yet unconverted and uneonvertei 
Afghans could not have been less valiant than Moslem Afghans 
Even a difference of race Turk and Aryan did not, in ou 
view, make any difference in the fighting qualities of the tw( 
armies. It is indeed a common fallacy by which barbarian! 
from the north, Turks and Afghans, are believed to be mon 
hardy and valiant than the Aryans of the Panjab and Rajpu- 
tana. This difference of race may have been one of the causes 
of the defeat of the Marathas at the battle of Panipat at the 
hands of the Afghans of Abdali, for as a matter of fact the 
inferiority of the Maratha compared with the Afghan in 
physique, ferocity and valour may be admitted. But no such 
difference existed or exists between the Turks and Afghans 
beyond the Indus and the Aryans of the Panjab and Rajputana 
so far as history or even present facts tell us. The Jats and 
Rajputs of the Panjab, whether Sikh, Mahomedan or Hindu are 
even now among the finest soldiers not only in India but in the 
whole world; and they were all Hindus in the days of 
Mahmud. Even now the Panjab is the chief recruiting ground 
for British Indian Army. The Amritsar Gazetteer states 
(p. 33) that the Sikh Jats of the Manjha territory can show 
men who in any country in the world could be deemed fine 
specimens of the human race. And as for the Rajputs of 
Rajputana, they have signalised themselves against Turks and 
Afghans and Moguls and Persians in many battles. The Rathods 
of Jaswantsing had even held Afghanistan under their sway for 
several years, in the days of Aurangjeb. We^ may believe, 
therefore, that so far as physical strength and valour were 
concerned the soldiers of Jaipal or Anandapala were not at all 
inferior to the Turks and Afghans of Mahmud. 

Sir Vincent Smith, without actually discussing the causes 
of the fall of the Pan jab, suggests them in the remark ‘ a new 
power, novel in religion, in social customs, ideas and methods " 
of warfare appeared on the scene Superiority of arms and 
of discipline is one of the most potent causes of the prevalence 
of one nation over another, and it may be mentioned here that 
India was bound to be conquered by the British owing to their 
superiority in arms and discipline, their artillery and their 
battalions. But this factor did not exist in favour of the 
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Mahomedans at this. time. Firishta is guilty of anachronism 
T'hen he mentions ‘ tops ’ ( cannon ) as being used by 
Mamud, in the same way as he mentions Delhi and Ajmer as 
opposing Mahmud, since cannon had no existence in the days 
of Mahmud as much as Delhi or Ajmer. From the article 
(“Gunpowder” in the Encyclopaedia Britannica, the following 
facts appear: 1 Gunpowder is believed to have been invented 
either by a German about 1 345 or by Roger Bacon about 1225 
A. D. 2 Gunpowder was not known to the ancient Greeks, 
Hindus or Arabs. They no doubt knew some incendiary 
process which they used in war but they did not know explo- 
sives and had neither guns nor cannon. 3 History does not 
record the use of firearms in India except at the battle of 
Panipat by Babar. We are thus assured that Mahinud had no 
firearms and relied on the same weapons of war swords, 
scimitars and lances, as the Hindus; and Mahomedan poet- 
historians expatiate on the merits of these only (Elliot Vol. II) 
as may be seen in Utbi or Baihaki. Indeed if there was superi> 
ority in weapons it was on the side of the Hindus. They 
knew, it is clear, how to make good steel. The iron pillar at 
Delhi is a wonder even to the moderns (who are surprised at 
its manufacture in a way that it does not rust) ; and Indian 
swords were prized by the soldiers of Mahmud. Utbi poetically 
makes the sword of a Turkish soldier exclaim “lam a Hindu 
of a good family ” (p« 216) thereby referring to the better steel 
of that weapon made in India, and we find that in the plunder 
of battle-fields swords and arms of the slain Hindu soldiers were 
objects of special attention.* We do not think there was any 
superiority of discipline on the side of the Mahomedans or that the 
Mahomedan army had been disciplined in the modern sense. 
Their horses might have been better as Afghanistan and Persia 
produce better horses as even Raja^ekhara notes. But Rajputana 
horses were not bad and imported Arabian and Persian horses 
could be had in plenty. In fact the Pratihara emperors of Kanauj, 
coming from Rajputana as they did, were well-known for their 
cavalry and they were for that reason called Hayapatis. And the 
Hindus had one pow erful arm in addition viz. the elephant which 

Panjab produces Iron at Kalabagh and Bhera and Nizamabad are well-known for 
the excellant swords which are manufactured there even now as may be known from 
specimens placed in the Lahore museum. 



116 


INVASIONS OF MAHMUD 


the Mahomedans did not possess. Even the Turks subsequently 
coveted this arm and developed it ; for we see Sabuktagin 
and Mahmud using elephants against the Turks of Kash* 
gar and using them with effect (Utbi). It is curious to note 
that while the Hindus could not use the elephants against ,the ^ 
the Turks of Mahmud, Mahmud could use the same elephants 
against the Turks of Ilekrkhan with great effect. This is 
sufficient to prove the great generalship of Mahmud and the 
incompetence of India’s commanders. How Mahmud made 
the Hindu elephant arm ineffectual we are not told by 
Mahomedan writers though we are told by Greek historians 
how Alexander discomfited the same arm of Porus. It may be 
noted that even after Sabuktagin and Mahmud had begun to 
use elephants in their armies their drivers remained Hindus. 
In fact during a succeeding reign at Ghazni the Hindu drivers 
of elephants were remiss in their duty and were severely 
punished (Baihaki). Strangely enough at the present day this 
art is wholly lost by the Hindus and elephant-drivers are all' 
Mahomedans now (E. II 143). ■ / 

It is, therefore, difficult to conceive how the method of 
warfare of the Turks was different from that of the Hindus 
unless we take into account the extreme cruelty with which the 
Turks treated the vanquished. It is undeniable that of all 
nations the Hindus in their history behaved with the greatest 
humanity towards their conquered foes. They never massacred 
even the fighting population as the Turka under Mahmud did. 
When we say that Mahmud was not cruel, we compare him 
with other Mahomedan conquerors, especially the Mogul 
Zangis or Timur. Compared with the conduct of Hindus when 
conquering, his method must indeed have struck terror into 
the hearts of the less cruel people of India. Fighting men were 
usually massacred and innocent people were enslaved and 
carried into captivity and towns and villages were often ' 
destroyed. Even in European history we find war conducted 
with far more cruelty both in ancient and modern times. 
Even the Greeks and the Romans were very cruel in the treat- 
ment of conquered foes and massacre and enslavement were 
the constant concomitants of conquest in war. In this 
sense Mahmud’s method of warfare was novel ; but this cannot 
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be treated as one of the causes of the downfall of the Panjab. 
We are trying to find out why the Hindu armies were defeated; 
though no doubt the tenible consequences of one defeat might 
impair the morale of Hindu soldiers in subsequent encounters. 

The political ideas of the Turks and the Hindus were 
almost exactly the same. Both had no idea of representative 
government, though the Hindus may have had them in pre- 
G' upta days of rights of people or of responsibilities of kings. 
They knew only one form of government viz the despotic and 
had no idea of a nation in the modern sense. There;! was no 
feeling of nationality or of patriotism. The kings became 
kings by heirship or by the favour of God manifested by giving 
success in battle. Neither the Turks of Mahmud nor the Hin- 
dus of Jaipal fought as the Germans and the French fought in 
the last European War under the high impulse of nationality 
and patriotism. It cannot, therefore, be supposed that a feeling 
of strong nationality which always prompts stubborn fighting 
gave the Turks the success which they invariably achieved ; 
for such feeling never existed among the Turks who only 
fought for Mahmud. They were fighting not for a nation 
but for a king. No doubt the zeal of Mahomedanism supplied 
the place of patriotism and the religious fervour of the 
newly converted Turks and Afghans was a great factor in 
the success of Mahmud. But this does not constitute a novelty 
of ideas nor would it have been a cause of the downfall of the 
Panjab had it been opposed by an equally strong religious zeal 
of the Hindus. Lastly we do not see any novelty in the social 
manners of the Turks that contributed to the dov/nfall of the 
Hindus. Even in manners as in ideas the Turks were practically 
like the Hindus who opposed them. The Hindus of the Panjab 
and Kabul then were flesh-eaters and not vegetarians and 
even at this day Pan jab is less vegetarian than the other pro- 
vinces of India. The Hindus were not beaf-eaters no doubt, 
but that can not, in our view, have contributed to any extent 
to the fall of Kabul and the Panjab. 
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downfall of the panjab-probable OAtrSES. 

The causes of the downfall of nations, peoples, or kingdoms, 
have always been a subject of deep interest to historians both 
in ancient and modern times ; and historians have formulated 
different theories in different cases which cannot have uni- 
versal application. The fall of Greece before Rome, of Rome 
before the Goths and of Constantinople before the Turks present 
different aspects and must necessarily be assigned to different 
causes. Even in India, as said before, the causes of the fall of 
Sind in 712, of the Punjab in 1009, of Northern India in about 
1200, and of Southern India about 1300 A. D., are different and . 
Indian historians have the difficult task of explaining in each 
case the probable causes of the downfall of each. Yet the 
general observations of the great historian of the downfall of the 
Roman Empire have a perennial interest and supply maxims 
which are of universal application. Although the causes of 
the fall of the Roman Empire in the West are actually different 
from the causes which can properly be assigned for the fall of 
the Panjab, the observations of Gibbon will help us in our 
present inquiry to a great extent. 

The natural impulse to “ assign fortune of Rome as the 
cause of the misfortune of Greece” had to be first overcome' in 
the manner in which Polybius a great historian of the Greeks 
did it by showing the deep foundations of the greatness of Rome. 

The unique constitution of Rome which united the freedom 
of popular assemblies with the wisdom of a senate and the 
executive powers of a regal magistrate, the oath of military 
service of ten years imposed on every citizen in the cause of 
the country which continually poured into the field young 
freemen and soldiers, the military system of Rome with its 
remarkable legion superior in active strength to the Mace- 
donian phalanx, these institutions of peace and war explain 
according to Polybius the success of a people incapable of 
fear and impatient of repose. The ambitious design of conquer- 
ing the world was attempted and achieved and the perpetual 
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violation of justice was maintained by the political virtues of 
prudence and courage But even this great world empire 
declined and fell. “ It was the natural and inevitable effect 
of immoderate greatness. Prosperity ripened the principle of 
decay. The causes of destruction multiplied with the extent 
of conquest. The victorious legions in distant wars acquired 
the vices of mercenaries and first oppressed the republic and 
then violated the purple. The emperors were reduced to the 
expedient of corrupting the discipline which rendered the 
legions formidable alike to the enemy and the sovereign, the 
vigour of the military government was relaxed and the Roman 
world was overwhelmed by a deluge of barbarians”. 

“The introduction or at least the abuse of Christianity 
had some influence on the fall of the Roman Empire. The 
clergy successfully preached the doctrines of patience and 
pusillanimity and the active virtues of society were dis- 
couraged ; the last remnants of the military spirit were buried 
in the cloister ; a large portion of public and private wealth was 
consecrated to the specious demands of charity and devotion ; 
the soldiers’ pay was lavished on the useless multitudes of both 
sexes who could only plead the merit of abstinence and chas- 
tity. The Church and even the State were distracted by reli- 
gious factions, the attention of emperors was diverted from camps 
to synods. The Roman world was oppressed by a new species 
of tyranny and the persecuted sects became the secret enemies 
of the country. ” ( Gibbon by Bury IV p. 172-5 ). This extract 
. is rather long but these observations and some others in this 
chapter are of everlasting interest and validity ; and although 
the causes of the fall of the Panjab with which we are immedi- 
ately concerned are entirely different from the causes which 
led to the fall of the Western Roman Empire, they afford indi- 
cations which are valuable not only in the inquiry before us 
but in the more important question of the causes of the fall of 
India in the days of Prithviraj with which we shall have to 
deal at the end of this volume. 

If we take into view the condition of the Hindus of the 
Panjab and the Moslems of Ghazni and see how far the former 
were inferior or superior to the latter in those respects which 
contribute to the strength or weakness of kingdoms, we shall be 
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able to arrive at a correct idea of the probable causes of the 
downfall of the Paniab. We have seen that the Turks were 
not more united than the Hindus; indeed disunion was as 
much a bane of the Turks as of the Hindus and TJtbi, descri- 
bing the disunion among the Turks beyond the Oxus, quotes 
the verses of the Koran “ Their power is very great between 
them if they are united but their hearts are diverse. We have 
sent enmity between them and hatred for ever The Turks 
were again as civilized or rather uncivilized as the Hindus 
using the same^ weapons, having no popular assemblies and 
no national spirit and without legions or phalanxes. The 
Hindu kingdom of the Panjab was not again so large, like the 
Roman empire, as to fall by its own weight. The Turks did not 
attack India in overwhelming swarms like the Goths and the 
Vandals. Moreover the Turks were not more warlike or of 
stronger physique or more inured to toil and exertion than the 
Afghans of Kabul and the Rajputs of the Panjab who opposed 
them in the beginning. Indeed the Hindus of the Panjab were 
used as soldiers by Mahmud himself and his successors in their 
battles and in the battle fought by Mahmud against Ilek-khan 
king of the Turks beyond the Oxus Hindus fought bravely on the 
side of Mahmud. The Hindu kingdom of the Panjab was not 
further ill-governed and there were no traitors who assisted the 
Moslems. And finally Mahmud’s kingdom of Ghazni in the 
beginning was small compared with the kingdom of Kabul 
and the Panjab ruled by Jaipal and his army must have been 
also comparatively smaller than that of the latter. There even 
do not appear to be any factions, religious or political, to di.s- 
tract the attention of Jaipal. These apparent causes of superio- 
rity in the one and decay in the other being absent may 
be kept out of mind and we will see in what respect the Turks 
were superior to the Hindus or the latter inferior to the former. 

I The foremost superiority of the Turks was in the 
personality of their general Mahmud. We do not generally 
realise the value and power of personalities. As stated before, 
nature produces from time to time men who by their mental 
and physical power change the destinies of kingdoms or the face 
of the human world. One Buddha or one Jesus was powerful 
enough to turn half the world towards peace, one Mahomet 
could turn the other half towards the principle of force in the 
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propragation of truth. In the field of politics we see the 
Immense influence of one Shivaji who secured independence to 
the Maratha people for two centuries and established their repu<= 
tation lor ever. It is our firm conviction that without the 
personal factor of Shivaji the Marathas could not have achieved 
what they achieved and it is our firm opinion that without 
Mahmud the Turks could not have overthrown the Hindus 
of the Panjab. The case of Mahmud is exactly similar to 
that of Shivaji. Endowed with indomitable courage and 
indefatigable energy they both formed great designs and 
had the necessary resourcefulness and resolution to put their 
conceptions into execution. Hobody at the time of Shahaji 
could have thought it possible to free Maharashtra from 
the yoke of Mahomedan rule by destroying the Bijapur power 
in its Immediate vicinity and defeating the immense imperial 
Mogul .armies of distant Delhi. And yet Shivaji formed that 
seemingly impossible plan and carried it out in his own life-time 
•by his unique powers of organization and his immense 
moral force. Hobody similarly could then have thought 
that the small kingdom of Ghazni could destroy the powerful 
kingdom of Kabul in its vicinity or defeat the imperial 
armies of distant Kanauj. Yet Mahmud in his high ambi- 
tion conceived that bold design and by his energies and perso- 
nal influence put it into execution. Shivaji stands no 
doubt on a higher moral pedestal than Mahmud as he devoted 
Uis energies to the noble task of freeing his people from 
the thraldom of a foreign power and religion, while Mahmud 
conceived and carried out the project of enslaving other people, 
of conquering other kingdoms and imposing upon them a 
foreign religion. All the same, almost impossible purposes were 
formed by both and achieved by both by unique qualities. Both 
had in the beginning only a small army and a nucleus kingdom ; 
but both increased them by their recourcefulness and their power 
of organization. Shivaji indeed had a very small army 
inherited from his father; yet he eventually organised a striking 
force that could defeat even the imperial Mogul armies and 
plunder rich Mogul cities. Mahmud did the same and created 
an army which at the close of his life amounted to a lakh of 
foot, half a lakh of horse and 1300 elephants as stated before, 
16 
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Mr. Sardesai thinks that Mahmud had already a large force 
which he had perforce to feed and employ in conquering India. 

But this does not seem to he true though probably he had at the 
beginning a larger force than Shivaji had. But even if he had 
a large force, if he had been incapable, what was there to 
prevent him from disbanding it gradually ? And whence was^, 
the money to come, even if Turk or Afghan turbulent spirits were 
available in numbers ? The plunder of temples and idols came 
in later. And whence did Shivaji get his resources ? Even the 
men whom he had at hand for turning into soldiers were peaceful 
Mavalas. The greatness of great men lies indeed in their power 
to find men and money and to train them and use them • in the 
proper way. The greatness lies in the unshaking resolve and 
the burning desire. “ Get up ” says Vidula, in the famous 
Mahabharata episode, to her whining son defeated and disposs- 
essed of his kingdom. “ Get up with the fi^rm^ resolve of 
fighting and getting your kingdom back and you will find the 
men and the money you want. ” The organizing power and , 
the moral ascendancy of both Shivafi and Mahmud are apparent 
in their training up their people so as to fit thern for tough 
fighting and make them ready to die for them and further in 
keeping the trenchant weapon they had forged under due 
control. For, as Gibbon has said, legions become dangerous not 
only to the enemy but also to their master. Where national 
feeling does not exist to restrain or defeat the ambition of 
traitorous governors and generals, they can only be kept in 
their proper sphere by the overpowering personality of the 
master. When the dominating personality is removed, the , 
formidable army becomes the destroyer of its own master as we 
actually find happening later on in the case of the incapable 
successors of Mahmud himself. Many feudatories became 
independent and a king of Ghazni was seized and blinded by- 
his own generals. The very formidable nature of the striking 
machine forged by Mahmud or Shivaji and the successful use _ 
of it by them for their own purposes, prove the immense power 
which they wielded over the hearts of their soldiers and captains. 

Looking to the opponents of Mahmud, we do^ not find any 
men of great capacities as general or organiser.^ Jaipal no 
doubt acquitted himself honourably and valiantly in the task 
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before him. But: what was there to prevent him from organising 
a strong army when he became avrare of the danger ? Indeed 
what was there to prevent him from the beginning from maintain- 
ing a powerful army against all eventualities ? It is the first duty 
of every king or state to maintain a strong army capable of de- 
fending the people against internal foes or external enemies. And 
Jaipal had ample materials at hand in men and money. Indeed 
Harsha who began with a moderately sized kingdom and who 
eventually conquered the v/hole of Northern India maintained . 
an army, only one arm of which consisted of 60000 elephants. 
And he maintained this vast army without plundering any 
towns or temples. And yet he had immense riches to bestov;’ 
in charity on Brahmins and Sramanas at his five-yearly alms- 
giving festivals at Prayaga. The great defect of the Hindu 
kings opposed to Mahmud both in Kabul and Kanauj was that 
they appear to have neglected their armies unlike their predeces- 
sors Bhima and Bhoja. The soldiers’ pay, in the immortal 
words of Gibbon, was perhaps lavished on the endowment of 
temples and the decoration of idols ; for we read of no large 
standing armies at both places. The Arab travellers of the tenth 
century A. D. recorded that India was famous for its armies. 
That fame, was belied by the Indian kingdoms in the eleventh 
century. The kingdom of Kabul and the Panjab was extensive 
enough' to support a strong army and Jaipal need not have 
sought the aid of neighbouring kings and collected a confederate 
force. Even this confederate force failed because it had not a 
great general to lead it; a Duke of Wellington to match 
Napoleon.* It is sometimes thought that a confederate army 
can not fight with the strength of a single army. This is not 
true, as we actually find that confederate armies won on the 
plains of Prance both in the past and in the present century. 
There must be no doubt one controlling mind and we have 
stated that the confederate armies of India were under the 
single leadership of Jaipal or Anandapala. But they failed 
because they were no match for Mahmud and they failed for 
other reasons also which we proceed to notice. 

* The Oxford history of India by Smith states that the confederate army was led in 1003 
by Visaladeva of Ajmer. Unfortunately we find no authority for this. And this Visala 
even if he led is not known as a great conqueror. 
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L '■ The weakness of the religious feeling of the Hindus 
had a great deal to do with - their defeat in the Panjab. The 
dominant binding sentiment on either side was not national 
but religious, as has already been stated. But while the 
religious zeal of the Mahomedahs was stubborn and overpower- 
ing, the religious sentiment of the Hindus was weak and almost . 
apathetic. It was to be expected that the zeal of the Moslem 
and the greed of the robber would be equally met by the fervour 
of the Hindu and the indignation of the robbed. Not only 
were temples plundered and idols rifled of their jewels but 
hundreds and thousands of Hindus were forcibly converted. 
It is, therefore, natural to expect that the Hindus would have 
fought with all the exasperation and the courage of the defiled 
and the despoiled. And equally matched as they were in number 
and civilization, perhaps even superior, they should not have 
accepted defeat. But the zeal of the Hindus has always been 
mild for various reasons. For one, he is usually tolerant. It 
is a common experience that while a Mahomedan’s exaspera- 
tion is most acute at the least insult offered to the Koran or to 
the great Prophet, a Hindu quietly listens to any abuse of the 
Veda or of Eama and Krishna. A Hindu is again by habit 
inaggressive. The Hindu religion has always preached Ahinsa 
and the Hindu is accustomed to pacific modes of life. Thirdly, 
the Hindus had wrong notions about their idols ; and probably 
still have. As stated before, images have no miraculous powers 
and when the idols themselves were found ,|;o be powerless, it 
would be superstitiously thought useless for man to resist where 
even the deity has thought fit to submit. But it must be re- 
membered that an image after all is an emblem and if the 
emblem is insulted it is not the metal or the stone that is 
insulted nor the deity which it represents, for it is above all 
insult. It is they who are really insulted, who believe in that 
emblem. When the face of the statue of Queen Victoria was 
tarred in Bom.bay, it was not the marble that was insulted nor 
the good Queen Victoria but it was the British nation which 
was, and which was intended to be, insulted which had set up 
the statue. But by a wrong philosophy or rather by supersti- 
tion the Hindus thought the deities powerless against Mahmud 
who was bound to succeed aS it was destined that the Sanatana 
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Dharma was to suffer in the Kali age. Such reasoning natural- 
ly acted upon the minds of the Hindus more forcibly when 
accidents actually happened which worked against them and 
they did not fight with that resentment and exasperation which 
should have animated those whose temples had been desecrated 
and whose houses had been dishonoured. 


II. Secondly, the fall of the Paniab may also be attributed 
to the political apathy of its people. Unfortunately for 
twelve centuries before this, Panjab had been ruled by foreign 
kings. It may be said that for twenty centuries from the time 
of Porus down to the time of Panjitsingh, Panjab had no kings 
of its own. It was ruled by foreign Hindu or Mlechchha'^rulers 
from the time of Alexander to that of Mahmud, by Macedonians, 
by Mauryas, by Sakas, by Bactrian Greeks, by Kushans, by 
Huns, by Kashmirians, by Sindhis, and lastly by the Shahi 
kings of Kabul and after Mahmud by Mahomedan kings of 
Ghazni and Delhi for eight centuries more till the Sikhs gave 
to the Panjab native kings after a foreign rule extending over 
two thousand years. When Mahmud conquered the Panjab, 
there was no political consciousness awake in the minds of its 
people. Though Aryans the people had lost all desire, even if 
they had the ability, to enjoy self-rule or independence and 
they did not demur to be ruled by a Moslem Turk from Ghazni 
instead of a Brahmin Afghan from Kabul. They were apathetic 
to the change of rule that was coming upon them and they 
did not resist with that stubbornness which belongs to a people 
fighting to preserve independence. Panjab was thus lost to 
Mahomedans in one battle. Kingdoms have no doubt been 
lost in one battle in western history also. England indeed was 
acquired by William the Conqueror in one battle. But while 
the people of England made the Horman kings their own, the 
people of the Panjab were made their own by the Mahomedan 
kings of Ghazni and the Panjab was practically sliced off from 
India in 1009 as Sind was in 712 A, D. 


It may here be objected that these two causes can be 
assigned as the causes of the downfall, -not only of the 

“'3eed of most Asiatic 
people. This is no doubt true and we shall have to mention 

these causes also when discussing the causes of the downfall 
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of Northern India at the end of Book VII in this very Yolume. 
The weakness of the religious feeling of the Hindus and their 
political apathy are their dominant characteristics over the 
whole of India. But v/hat we wish to emphasize here is that 
while those other causes which chiefly led to the downfall of 
the Eajput kingdoms of Northern India about 1300 A. D. as we, 
shall show later on, did not exist in the Panjab viz. internecine 
fighting and rigidity of caste, these two causes which alone 
existed in the Panjab operated with greater force there than 
elsewhere and are thus the only causes which can be assigned 
to its downfall. Hov/ this is so we proceed to explain at 
length. The religious or political tendencies of peoples are 
the results of historical development and are capable of ex- 
amination and explanation. 

The Panjab had no doubt been the home of Vedic Aryans 
from the most ancient days ; the place where the Vedic hymns 
were mostly composed and sung at sacrifices, the place Vv^here 
even later Vedic civilisation developed. Gandhara and 
Madra are the lands of Panini and ASvapati the teachers of 
grammar and philosophy. The IJpanishads contain many re- 
ferences to the Brahmins and Kshatriyas of these famous lands 
on the west and the east of the Indus. But the “ land of the 
five rivers and the sixth Indus ” subsequently became a home 
of Buddhism, next only to Magadha. Buddha himself preached 
successfully in Afghanistan and the Pan jab and later on 
Mahayana Buddhism was evolved under Kanishka in this 
land. Purushapura and Takshasila two places of Vedic fame 
became centres of Buddhist learning. The Panjab, therefore, 
though originally the home of Indo-Aryans ( and even now it 
is pre-eminently Indo-Aryan as Sir H. Risley found from facial 
measurements taken at the census of 1901 ) was less strong in 
the Hindu sentiment than the rest of India even in the days 
of the present Mahabharata of 250 B. C. ( See note ). It con- 
tinued to be so in the days of hiuen Tsang who in 630 A. D. 
recorded that, Kapisa or Kabul with Nagar ( J alalabad ) and 
Udyana ( Swat ) with Taxila were entirely Buddhist, while 
Peshawar and the Panjab were half Buddhist ( see Vol. I p, 48). 
Caste which was weak even in Vedic times became still 
weaker in Buddhist days. Brahmanism developed in the land 
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of the Sarasvatl and caste gathered strength in Upper India, 
while it remained fluid in the Punjab “where a Brahmin 
would become a barber one day and a Brahmin again on the 
nest “ ( See note ). When, after Harsha, Buddhism was over- 
thrown in India 'by the efforts of Kumarila and Sankara 
and modern Hinduism was evolved, Buddhism no doubt dis- 
appeared even from the Panjab, but the Hindu influence from 
the south was too distant to correct the laxity of caste and food 
prevailing there. And we can thus see why at the time when 
Mahmud conquered the Panjab, the Hindu sentiment among 
the people was particularly weak. The people lacked that 
intensity of faith in the VarnaSrama Dharma which charact- 
erised the people of the Gangetic valley and they consequently 
did not resist forcible conversion with stubbornness and 
ceased to worship the idols which Mahmud had broken with 
more ease than could have been expected of a Hindu popula- 
Uon possessing all the physical superiority of the Aryan race. 

As regards political apathy the Panjab at this time was 
also in a worse condition than the rest of India. Ho doubt 
political consciousness had been dormant not only in the 
Panjab but all over India from the most ancient times. The 
political ideas indeed of all Eastern peoples are even now yet 
undeveloped. The idea that the country belongs to the people 
and not to the king is only slowly developing in recent years. 
The usual political conception under despotic rule is that the 
country belongs to the king and not that the king belongs to 
the country. The king, therefore, need not be from among the 
people. The Vedic Aryans had more advanced political ideas, 
it must be admitted, for the people then in reality formed the 
nation. In Vedic times the country and the king were both 
named after the people, the ‘peoples’ named in the singular 
denoting the king and in the plural the country; e. g. Madra, 
Salva, Euru, Panchala etc. Even down to the days of 
Alexander, there were nations or peoples in the Panjab among 
whom there were no kings. The Malavas, the Yaudheyas, the 
Salvas, and others according to Arrian were without kings ; and 
had the republican form of government. These peoples are' 
called ganas in the Mahabharata. 'Whatever may be the case 
in Vedic or epic days, in later times, however, the kingly form 
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of government became the rule throughout India and the 
country with its people came to be looked- upon as the king’s 
pronerty. Nationality could not develop under such a form of 
government. But while in Northern India there were native 
kings and there was some national feeling alive, in the Paniab 
ovdng to long continuous foreign rule even this modicum of 
national feeling did not exist and the people were entirely 
apathetic as to who ruled them. This is the reason why the 
people generally offered no resistance when Anandapala lost 
his battle and they quietly acknowledged Mahmud as ruler. 

For these reasons thus viz : weakness of Hindu religious 
feeling and political apathy the Panjab fell easily before the on- 
slaught of Mahmud. Political consciousness is awakening 
under the British rule and the changed aspect of the whole 
civilised world. But if the Hindus of the Panjab wish to 
maintain their position in the struggle of faiths in that 
province, they ought to strengthen their religious sentiment, 
abiding as it is even now, and develops it into a force equal to 
that of Sikhism or Mahomedanism. 

It may perhaps be asked were there no Kshatriyas in the 
Panjab at that or any previous time and if there were, why did 
they not attempt to establish their own kingdoms ? That the 
Panjab is predominantly Aryan is, as stated before, undoubted 
and there were then as now, thousands of Kshatriyas and 
Vai^yas of Aryan blood in the Panjab. But the massacres of fight- 
ing populations which Alexander and later conquerors systema- 
tically perpetrated deprived the Panjab of almost the whole of 
the ruling class. The representatives of those valiant clans of 
Kshatriyas who opposed Alexander, of the Sibis, the Malavas, 
the Madras, the Yaudheyas and others then survived (and still 
survive) in the Panjab. But they had become agriculturists 
and often heads of villages according to the Apaddharma rule 
for the Kshatriyas prescribedlin the Smritis and specially in the 
Parasara Smriti ( See Vol. II page 183). The Kshatriyas of 
the Panjab, valiant and able-bodied as they were, had thus long 
lost their ancient special characteristic viz|: the desire and the 
determination to rule others and not to be -ruled by others, the 
Isvarabhava ’ noted in the Bhagavadgita as belonging to 
Kshatriyas and they ceased to care who ruled, so long as they 
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preserved a sort of semi-independence in their village life. 
Such zamindars were not disturbed by any ruling power, whe- 
ther Greek, Kushan, Hun, or Turk nor by Kashmir or Sind 
which ruled from a distance. This, however, led to a gradual 
distinction between the ruling Kshatriyas and the agricultural 
Kshatriyas which is still recognised in the Pan jab. The former 
in fact are the Rajputs, i. e. sons and descendants of ruling 
families who never cultivated land and who always ruled 
even if it be in one village if not more. This ruling passion of 
the Rajputs immortalized in the minimum demand of Yudhi- 
shthira from Duryodhana “ Give us five villages one for each 
brother and you may keep the rest of our kingdom, ” this 
ruling passion of the Rajputs to rule and never to be ruled led 
the surviving Rajputs of the Pan jab to emigrate to the sub- 
montane hills on the eastern border of the Pan jab or to the 
deserts of Rajputana and to countries still southward 
and eastward. As shown in Volume 11, the Rajput ruling 
families of Rajputana came originally from the Panjab 
from whence they had to retire in consequence of the inroads 
of Greeks, Kushans, Huns, and Turks. Notably the Chauhans, 
the Paramaras, the Bhatis and even the Rathors came from the 
Pan jab, and at the present day the Hindu and even the 
Mahomedan Rajputs in the Panjab still declare that they belong 
to these clans. The Bhatis dispossessed of Zabulistan by the 
Turks spread over the'Panjab and founded a kingdom finally in 
Jaisalmere in Rajputana. The fine Janjuas of the Salt Range 
(now Mahoinedans) are believed to be Anavaes or descendants of 
Anu and are the most valiant Kshatriyas in the Panjab, These 
and other warlike modern clans are the ancient Kshatriyas who 
preserved their independence by becoming headmen of village 
and even agriculturists. . , 

But these also in ancient times . did not care to establish 
kingly ruling families because the alien Mlechha rulers always 
accepted the religion of the conquered and in efi;eot became 
native kings. Just as the Normans coming as conquerors became 
one with the conquered being already of the same religion as the 
Saxons and Britons, so the Greeks, the Kushans, the Sakas 
and the Huns became in India Buddhists or Vaishnavas and 
latterly Mihirakula was a staunch Saiva and their rule was 
7 - 
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never felt as a foreign rule. The kings of Kashmir, of Sind, 
and of Kabul who later on ruled the Panjab were Hindus and 
one with the people in rhanners and civilization and were 
never felt as foreign rulers. When the Turks conquered the 
Panjab the difference of religion indeed made the foreign rule 
intolerable by the destruction of temples and idols, and 
Mahomedan rule was also generally more oppressive, as we shall 
show later on, than Hindu rule. Yet the land-owning valoroqs 
Kshatriya tribes of the Panjab made no effort to establish a 
kingdom of their own for another reason and that was the 
forcible conversion of many of these tribes. The conversion of 
almost the whole fighting population of western Panjab has 
introduced a factor of cleavage in the people of this province, — 
the most warlike in the whole of India — which has unfortunately 
made it the most unfitted to attain self-rule. Why these tribes 
did not strenuously resist forcible conversion may be explained 
by their human desire to escape massacre and by their natural 
affection for their land and hereditary headship of villages as also 
by their weak Hindu feeling. The superstition of the Hindus 
that persons once defiled by eating beef and other heinous 
offences cannot be taken back into Hinduism made the cleavage 
permanent. The sympathies of these Mahomedan population, 
though originally Kshatriya by race and still observing certain 
Hindu customs, naturally went with the Mahomedan rulers ; 
and the Panjab was again incapable of establishing a kingly 
line of its own, until we come to the Sikh rulers of the eigh- 
teenth century. Sikhism indeed resisted and eventually conquered 
Mahomedan oppression by organizing itself by a system akin to 
the conscription of ancient Greece and Rome or modern 
Germany and France. Guru Govindasing saw the necessity of 
transforming every Sikh into a soldier and the martial qualities 
of the people of the Panjab naturally aided him and enabled 
him to transform Sikhism into a militant religion like the 
Mahomedan religion itself. We have traced the history of the 
Panjab down to the present day to show why its people were 
and are politically apathetic. How modern environments will 
act upon the political consciousness of the people, now triply 
divided into Mahomedans, Hindus and Sikhs is outside the 
scope of our Wotk and must be left to thefpolitical thinkers ol 
th® preeent and the future. 
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The reasons v/hy Hindu kings of Northern India did not 
attempt to establish their rule over the . Panjab may be briefly 
noticed. [,We have already seen that half the population 
of the Panjab was Mahomedan now and did not encourage 
such attempt. Kashmir v/as then not strong enough nor 
Kanauj, to make the attempt. The Ohauhans of Sambhar 
were at a distance and finally no great hero arose among them 
who could attempt this difficult task though Vlsala III, had he 
lived long enough, might have made this effort which he 
expressly said he had left to his desoendents (See his inscrip- 
tion noted in Ohauhan chapter). 

NOTE— MAHaBHaEATA ON THE LAXITY OF RELIGIOUS 

feeling' in the panjab. 

In the Kar^a Parva chapters 40 to 45 we have a spirited dialogue 
between Karna and Salya, the former depicting the bad manners and the 
religious laxity of the people of the Paojab and the latter offering no 
defence practically. This shows that the people of Aryavarta:or modern 
U. P. and Delhi looked down upon the Hindus of the Panjab in the time of 
Alexander and succeeding centuries. *• In their houses people laugh and 
dance eating beef and drinking wine eating also Saktu and fish. From the 
Madra country and in Gandharu (beyond the Indus) purity has dis- 
appeared. In the Mantra or charm against scorpion*bite they say * I will 
not associate with a man from Madra country ; this poison of thine is 
destroyed” (chap. 43). In chapter 44 we have ” One should not go to the 
Vdhika country in which th& five rivers and the sixth Indus flow as it is 
unpurified by the Himalayas, by the Ganges, by the Jumna and the Sara- 
svati and as it is void of true religion and cleanliness. The eaters of beef 
with garlic and the drinkers of liquor prepared from rice jaugry are 
indeed void of good breeding. That country is called Aratta and is void of 
religion; one should not go there ; it is the country of those who are VrStya 
(without religious ceremonies.and without the sacrifices ). If you drink 
wateMn Yugandhara town or^stay in Aohyutasthala or bathe in the pond 
of Bhutalavya, how.will you go to heaven? An Arya should not reside 
for two days in the Aratta Vahika country where a Brahmin becomes a 
Xshatriya and then^a Vai^ya and then a Sudra and finally a barber and a 
Brahmin again . Salya only replied that there were good and bad men 
in every country. 
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Although the Panjab with Kabul did not form part of 
Hindu India henceforward, we must give a short account 
of the kingdom of Ghazni during the reigns of Mahmud’s 
successors, with such references to Hindu India as are found 
therein in detail. The history of the Ghaznavide kings is 
given in short by the Tabakat-i-Nasiri written by Minhaj-us- 
siraj a learned man who was Xazi of Delhi and its empire 
under several kings and lastly under Nasiruddin and Ghiya- 
suddin Balban (Elliot II p. 260), and who wrote this history 
and dedicated it to Xasiruddin about 1250 A. D. A detailed 
gossipping account of the reign of Masa’ud written by Baihaki ■ 
who was almost an eye-witness of the events he describes and who j 
wrote about 1050 A. D. is also available and is very informing. 
From these two we give below a short history of the Ghazna- 
vide kings, who followed Mahmud, with such references in 
detail to Hindu India as are found therein. 

Mahmud’s two sons Masa’ud and Muhammad were born on 
the same day from different mothers. Masa’ud was so strong 
physically that his mace could not be wielded even by Mah- 
mud but he was unruly and turbulent. Muhammad was, on the 
other hand, .gentle and promising and therefore in the good 
graces of his father. Believing Masa’ud would oppress the 
people and the army, Mahmud had named Muhammad as 
his successor and the permission of the Khalifa to add his 
name in the Khutba had been obtained. When some officer 
expressed his condolence to Masa’ud privately, he in the usual 
Mahomedan spirit observed “ The sword is a better guarantee 
of the throne than documents And events actually happened 
as had been anticipated. Masa’ud was governor in Khorasan, 
like Mahmud himself, at the time of their father’s death, and 
marched against his brother Muhammad who had meanwhile 
ascended the throne of Ghazni, in the same way as Mahmud 
had marched against his brother Ismail, But unlike Mahmud, 
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Masa’ud blinded Ms defeated brother and always kept him a 
close prisoner. And when he became the master of the exten- 
sive empire of Mahmud he recovered all the sums Muhammad 
had distributed among his officers, even by torture. If Mah- 
mud resembles Shivaji, his son Masa’ud resembles Sambhaji 
almost in every respect. The latter was as powerful physi- 
cally as Masa’ud and he too after his father s death defeated 
Rajaram and killed his mother. He ruled vigorously for 
about ten years and was eventually seized by Aurangzeb and 
cruelly put to death. Masa’ud met a similar tragic end after 
reigning vigorously for about ten years. Both Sambhaji and 
Masa’ud were strong in their religious beliefs. Masa ud per- 
secuted heretics as Mahmud had done and also led some 
religious expeditions into Hindustan. 

The ordered nature of government inherited from Mahmud 
appears from the interesting details given by Baihaki as to how 
ministers were appointed with the most elaborate ceremonies, 
how the Sultan consulted the minister in every matter and 
how correspondence passed between them through the private 
secretary and how regularly written orders were passed. The 
Indian province was administered through a Kazi and a 
oommander-in-chief both of whom resided at Lahore. “The Kazi 
was the head of the civil administration and collected taxes 
and dispensed justice while the commander-in-chief made war, 
took tribute, seized upon elephants and chastised refractory 
Hindu chiefs ” (Elliot II p. 118). When Ahmad Maltagin was 
appointed commander-in-chief of Hindustan, he received a 
royal Khillat, “ royal verbal orders and a written out diploma. 
Then an oath was given to him and he put his signature to his 
bond that he would serve faithfully and these papers after 
being shown to the king v/ere given into the charge of the record 
keeper ” (Elliot II p. 119). It is interesting to note that some 
refractory troops and slaves, liberated with leteers of freedom, 
were handed over toHialtagin for safe keeping and employment, 
but they were not to be sent beyond the Ohandrabhaga river 
. or mix with the Lahore army. Probably if they went to Lahore 
they , would create mischief in that capital and perhaps going 
beyond it into Hindu independent territory they would create 
more trouble.. 
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One of the duties of the commander was to make raids into 
Hindustan and to collect tribute from Thakurs, the refractory- 
turbulent zemindars already described who belonged to the Ksha- 
triya caste. And Nialtagin made a raid into Hindustan going 
as far as Benares where Baihaki states that even Mahmud had 
not gone. This makes it certain that Mahmud went as far as 
Bari only when he conquered Rajyapala on the Rahib which 
must be some river in Oudh (Ghaggar or Gomati). There was 
a quarrel between Hialtagin and the Kazi (the civil and the 
military powers in India under the British too sometimes were 
at variance and caused loss and finally the constitution of India 
placed the military authority 'under the Governor-general). 
The minister had told Hialtagin that “he was the generalis- 
simo of Hindustan and the Kazi had no control over him ** 
(Elliot II. p. 128). And Hialtagin quarrelled with the Kazi 
and led an expedition into Hindustan with the consent of 
Masa’ud who had sided with Ahmad in his quarrel. 

The expedition is thus described by Baihaki: “ He crossed 
the Ganges and marched by the left bank. He suddenly appear- 
ed before Benares which belonged to the territory of Ganga. 
The city was two parsangs square and contained plenty of 
water. The army could only remain there from morning till 
midday because of the peril. The markets of the drapers, 
perfumers and jewellers were plundered. The people of the army 
became very rich and carried off gold, silver, perfumes and 
jewels and got back in safety This evidence coming from 
almost an eye-witness and unquestionably a contemporary, places 
the raid in 1033 A. D. It shows that the city was in the posses- 
sion of Gangeyadeva Kalachuri of Tripura a powerful king whose 
army was probably near and who was much feared as he was 
known to be a powerful king. The bazar contained shops of 
drapers, perfumers, and jewellers which trades are still thriving 
in Benares. And the statement that Benares had plenty of 
water means that well-water and pond-water was plentiful 
in the city which is situated on a high bank of the Ganges or 
in the country round Benares away from the river. 

This successful raid of Nialtagin turned his head and he 
began to form schemes of founding an , independent kingdom 
and to engage Turkoman soldiers direct from Turkey. The 



I'kE SUCCESSORS OF MAHMUD 

!Kazi, however, reported the matter to Masa’ud, who dismissed 
ITialtagin and sent a Hindu commander to arrest him alive if 
possible, Eventually Hialtagin was defeated and pursued by 
someJatson the Indus and killed. This and other events 
show how powerful generals and slaves become as dangerous 
to the master as to the enemy. 

The employment of Hindu soldiers and generals, even on 
occasions of trust, shows that Hindus had already risen to 
posts of responsibility under the Moslem rulers of Ghazni. 
Their great bravery is extolled even by Moslem writers. 
This employment of Hindu soldiers began in the days of 
Mahmud himself. Indeed Jaipal maintained a force of 3000 
Hindus at Ghazni for some years and Elliot himself thought it 
curious that Hindu soldiers should serve as mercenaries under 
their bitterest persecutors ( E. II. p. 448 ). But considering the 
religious and political apathy of the Hindus described before, 
one need not wonder that Hindus have always accepted service 
under foreign governments and have always sought and obtain- 
ed distinction by loyalty and efficiency. This early credit 
gained by the Hindus is noted by Elliot who mentions several 
instances of their employment by their bitterest persecutors 
such as that of Sawandrai employed by Masa’ud against the 
riobles who opposed his accession ( Sawand with his soldiers 
was killed in the battle ) or Bijai Rai, a general employed even 
by Mahmud and called again by Masa’ud’s successors ( Elliot 
11. p. 60). ^ instance of Jats killing Hialtagin shows the 
loyal service performed by Jat subjects for their king. 

. The successful raid of Nialtagin shows the weak state to 

which the kingdom of Kanauj, no longer an empire, had been 
reduced. Rajyapala was already dead and was succeeded by 
Trilochanapala who made a grant at Prayaga in 1026 as already 
stated. But Prayaga must have, like iBenares, gone subsequently 
into the possession of Gangeya, who, as will be stated in the 
history of the Kalachuri kings, died at, Prayaga. We do not 
know how long Trilochanapala ruled and who succeeded him., 
A king Ya^ahpala is mentioned in a broken inscripton published 
by Oolebrooke . in his essays (.II. p.' 378 ) wherein he is 
described as MahSrajadhiraja, but not Parame^vara. lie made a 
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exceeded in severity. The garrison made desperate defence^ 
In the victorious (Moslem) army, the slaves of the household 
behaved very gallantly. At last mines were sprung in five 
places and the walls brought down and the fort was stormed 
on Monday ten days before the close of Eabiul-avval. The 
Brahmins and other high men were slain and their women and 
children carried into captivity. All the treasure that was 
found was divided amongst the army. This fort is known in, 
Hindustan as the virgin fort. ”. ( E. II. 140 ). 

The above description brings out two new facts. First the 
mining of the walls ; when we hold that gunpowder was not 
known in those days, it could only have been carried out with 
some other explosive ; but what that was it is difficult to say. 
Secondly the slaughter of Brahmins was an advance on the 
severity of Mahomedan fighting in the days of Mahmud ( IJtbi 
never mentions it in his detailed account, possibly by over- 
sight ), The Rajputs of Northern India were men of a different 
spirit than the Kshatriyas of the Panjab. They were accustom- 
ed to rule and never to be ruled. It appears that the fort and 
the district was retaken by the Tomars of Delhi, who w'ere 
then rising to power under the Chauhans, in 1043 A. D. as 
Firishta has related ( Hissar Gazetteer p. 20 . ). 

Masa’ud, on returning to Ghazni, found that he had commit- 
ted a mistake. While trying to extend his dominions south-east, 
he had lost the most important province of Khorasan in the 
north-west. It^.was Mahmud alone who could vigilantly 
M’^atch both east and west. The Seljukian Turks taking advan- 
tage of Masa’ud’s forces being engaged in the distant Hindu- 
stan attacked and seized Khorasan. They were even preparing 
now to advance on Ghazni and Masa’ud was perturbed. He 
resolved upon retiring into Hindustan with all his family and 
treasure and gave orders accordingly. Frantic remonstances 
were addressed to him by his nobles, generals and officers and 
even by his mother. But Masa’ud as usual was inexhorable and 
unamenable to advice. It is strange to find that this decision 
of the brave king was based on astrology. Curiously enough 
the Turks and even the Arabs were strong believers in 
astrology^' like the Hindus, though Mahomet had strictly 


f Al-Bcruni himseU was aa astrologer as well as astroliomci’. 
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forbidden consulting the stars. “ The prime minister wisely 
remonstrated that if his lord went into Hindustan with his 
ladies and his treasure, when the news would be known 
among friends and enemies, everybody being desirous of 
increasing his power, calamity would befall him But the 
ill-fated Masa’ud exclaimed “This dotard does not know what 
he says. That is right which I have determined. I am ready to 
acknowledge that you have written through affection for me. 
You must wait for further orders ; for that which I see you can- 
not see. He handed over the city and the fort of G-hazni to the Kotval 
Bu-Ali and remarked “My son Maudud, the minister and a large 
army will be away. Whatever may happen, in the spring I will 
settle the matter in another way. The astrologers have declared 
that my star is not propitious during winter y The Kotwal 
urged that the ladies and the treasure should be secured in 
strong forts, but the Sultan replied that he had determined that 
they would remain with him and prayed to God to grant 
him peace and welfare in his journey to Hindustan ( Baihaki 
E. IL p. 52 ). 

The Sultan wished to avoid the evil influence of his star 
by going into Hindustan, which then still included, as it 
inlcudes even now, the warmer country to the west of the Indus 
with the cities of Wahind, Marminara (?) Bershaur and Kiril (?) 
(E. 11. p. 150) ; but the evil star destroyed Masa’ud even in 
Hindustan. The Tabakat-i-Hasiri relates that Masa’ud was 
seized by his own rebellious Moslem and Hindu slaves as he 
was going through the Margilan pass (in the hills between 
Eawalpindi and Attock, a few miles to the west of Hasan 
Abdal) and imprisoned. They liberated the blind Muhammad 
who was in custody and placed him on the throne. Masa’ud was 
taken to the fortress of Gur and there murdered. This tragic 
end of Masa’ud reniinds us of the tragic end of Sambhaji who 
too like Masa’ud lost the large Maharashtra territory acquired 
by his father andTiad left to him a distant province Karnatic 
for refuge as Hindustan was left to the kings of Ghazni. Both 
though endowed with great courage and learning and strong in 
religious zeal came to grief by their obstinacy and unamena- 
bility to good advice. The unfortunate end of both shows how 
immense resources are of no avail without the capacity to use 
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them : -and the greatness of Mahmud, as that of Shivaji, appears 
in the fact that he achieved greatness even without any 
great resources in the beginning. 

We have given the history of , Masa’ud at some length 
because it brings out the greatness of Mahmud by relief and 
because the two important expeditions* into Hindustan took 
place in his time, one to Benares and the other to Hansi 
resulting in further acquisition of territory for some time. We 
will now go on to the history of the remaining kings of Ghazni 
which v/e give in the briefest manner, with such references in 
detail to India as occur therein. 

Muhammad was king only for six months ; for Maudud, son 
of Masa’ud flew from Balkh, where he was governor, to avenge 
his father’s death. Taking 'possession of Afghanistan he went 
on to Hindustan, defeated his uncle and took him and alh his 
children prisoner. They were all killed as also the Turkish and 
Hindu slaves who had seized his father- He returned to Ghazni 
and ruled for nine years. His sons were incapable and the 
officers and nobles raised one of them Mahmud and his uncle 
Ali together to the throne. But both being incapable, complete 
disorder prevailed. After two months they were sent to a 
fortress and Abdul Eashid, a son of Mahmud, was raised to the 
throne in 444 H. (1050 A. D.). Alp-Arslan, the Seljuk king of 
Iran and Khorasan advanced against Ghazni but was defeated 
by Tugril, a fearless slave disciplined under Mahmud, who was 
placed at the head of the Ghazni forces. When he returned' 
victorious, he killed the Sultan Abdul Rashid and ascended 
the throne himself. He killed eleven other princes and ruled 
tyrannically. After forty days of misrule, he was killed by a 
Turkish silahdar or arm-bearer (a term of general use in 
later Indian history) on the throne itself. 

Only two princes remained imprisoned in a fort and 
Tugril had sent a messenger ordering their dispatch also. The 
seneschal at the fort cautiously delayed the execution of the 
order for one day only and a pigeon-carrier brought the news 

° A third is mentioned in which Masa’ud is said to have taken a fort on the Sarasvati 
in Kashmir. But Baihaki does not mention it and we do not think there is any Sarasvat i 
river in Kashmir nor docs the Taragini mention this invasion, 
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of Tugril’s murder. The lives of these princes were thus fortu- 
nately saved and both became Sultans in succession viz. Faru- 
khjad and Ibrahim. Both ruled justly and kindly. Ibrahijn 
was a very religious man and translated the Koran into Per- 
sian. He had forty daughters and thirty six sons : so that the 
royal family was again full. These daughters were given in 
• marriage to learned persons by the Sultan and one of them was 
married to the grandfather of the author of Hasiri. Ibrahim 
was like Shahu and ruled long (42 years) dying in 492 H. 
(1100) after a peaceful and prosperous reign. His son Masa’ud 
reigned even more justly and liberally. He abolished exhor- 
bitant taxes throughout Mahmudi dominions -^and Zabulistan 
and remitted all tolls and imposts throughout the empire. In 
his reign a religious expedition into Hindustan was led by his 
Haiib who" crossed' the Ganges and “penetrated to a place 
where none except Mahmud had gone ' The year and the 
place are not mentioned. But this makes the raid of Salar 
Masa’ud improbable for Mahmud did not go beyond Bari in 
Oudh. This king died after 17 years of reign in 509 H. (1118). 
This makes the raid into Oudh the last under an Amir and 
probably this is the raid referred to in the Badaun inscription. 

Arslan his elder son succeeded him but was driven away by 
his younger brother Behram by the aid of Sultan Sanjar who 
was his maternal uncle. But his reign though long (41 years) 
was unhappy. ; The governor of Hindustan twice rebelled and 
he had tv/ice to attack him, once near Multan and another 
time in the Siwalic hills. The rebel was, however, eventually 
destroyed. The Ghori chiefs in his absence became powerful 
and took Ghazni which they destroyed by fire as will be related 
later in Ghori history. Bahram retired into Hindustan but 
when the Ghoris departed from Ghazni he returned. His son 
Khusru succeeded'him in 552 H. (1159 A. D ). As the Gb-ori 
chiefs had shaken the Ghazni kingdom to the foundation and 
as Khusru was a weak king, a horde of Gozz Turks attacked 
and captured Ghazni and retained it for twelve years, when 
they were driven out by Ghiasuddin Ghori. Khusru as usual 
retired to Lahore and ruled there for seven years. His son 
Khusru the mild ruled in Lahore for some time but he was 
taken prisoner by Muhammud Ghori in 587 H, (1191) and 
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eventually put to death with his son by order of Ghiasuddin 
Ghori in 598 (1206 A. D), when the line of Mahmud ended. 

The history of the Ghaznavide kings forcibly exhibits the 
great evils to which despotic systems of government are ex- 
posed where there is no national sentiment to check them* 
There is always a rule of succession recognised in every 
country and in the west there are formal acts of succession. 
But when ambitious and unscrupulous persons are not pre- 
vented by the strong national sentiment of the people from doing 
mischief, murders of kings and sometimes of possible claimants 
to the throne are often committed in such frightful manner 
and number that birth in a royal family becomes indeed a cala- 
mity. In the history of Hindu kingdoms such scenes are 
rarely met with though national sentiment was absent in them 
also because probably the Hindu nature is, for well known 
reasons, less evil and more law-observing. 

We here close this book and will give a detailed account 
of the Ghori kings who supplanted the Ghaznavi line, when 
we come to the history of Prithviraia in the last book as they 
overthrew him and finally conquered India. It is further 
necessary to add that there must have been many raids by 
Turkish adventurers into Hindustan, besides the one described 
above, as will appear from the history of the several Rajput 
kingdoms given in the following book though they are not 
mentioned by Mahomedan historians. 



NOTE 1 COINS OF THE GHAZNAVI KINGS. 

We find the following interesting information from a paper by Mr. 
Thomas in J. R. A. S. IX p. 67 and XVII p. 157. It may be stated that 
every king in Ghazni, and generally in India, struck coins in his name 
commemorating his coming to the throne. We, therefore, find coins of 
Alptagin, Sabuktagin, lemail and Mabmud showing that they became 
kings in Ghazni in this order. But in all these coins the name of the 
Saaiani emperor, Mansur or Nuh, is also inscribed showing that they were 
subordinate kings of the Samani empire. Mahmud first assumed indepen- 
dence as his coin dated 389 H. (1000 A. D. ) first omits the mention of a 
Samani king. The first coins of Mahmud describe him as Saif-ud-dowla 
a title given him by Nuh in 389H. ( 995 A. D.) then as Al-Amir-Yamin-ud- 
dowlat-va-Arain-ul-millat, a title given him by the Khalifa, later as Malik- 
ul-raamalik, and finally simply as Mahmud without any title when he had 
really become so great as to require no titles. He never calls himself, 
strangely enough, Sultan or Ghazi. The title Sultan first appears in the 
coins of Ibrahim (coins 4652 H. or 1061 A. D, ) 

Mahmud’s coins are found in bilingual form also, for the use of his 
Indian subjects. The legend in Devnagari is interesting and shows that 
Indian Pandits were at the court of Mahmud. It is as follows. — 

They hod made Mahmud an incar- 
nation of Mahomet and identified the prophet again with the Avyakta, 
though sometimes the simple words are found. 

These coins were struck at Lahore. There were mints at Lahore, Ghazni, 
Nishapur, and three or four more places in the west. There was no 
mint at Kabul. 

The Ghaznavi kings copied the Kabul Sbahi coins struck in the name 
of Samantadeva with recumbent bull (Nandi) on the obverse and horseman 
with the name of Mahmud or Masaud on the reverse. The Hindu bull 
was copied on Maudud’s coins and also later on in Ibrahim’s coins dated 
432 H. (1041 A. D.) The coins of Sabuktagin and Mahmud approximate to 
the coins of the Hindu kings of Kabul in weight. It seems that Shahi 
Brahmin kings’ coins were of silver (called dirhams) and Ghazni and 
Nishapur mint coins were of gold (called dinar); and copper and small 
silver coins belong both to Hindu and Mahomedan kings. 



NOTE 2 SPELLING AND MEANING OP SOME 
MAHOMEDAN NAMES, 


Name 


Spelling adopted 

Meaning 

1 Alptagin 

(Turki) 

Alptagin 

Alp (strong) and Tagin or Tigin 

or Alptigin 



(wrestler) 

2 Sabuktagin 

J) 

Sabuktagin 

Sabuk (active, expenditious) 

'■d Mahmud 

(Arabic) 

Mahmud 

The praised 

4 Muhammad 


Muhummad 

The praiser. (The name of the 




prophet is given as Mahomet) 

5 Shibabuddin 

H 

Shibabuddin 

The shooting-star of religion 

6 Kutubuddin 

}• 

Kuiubuddin 

The pole-star of religion 

7 Ghiyasuddin 


Ghiyasuddin 

Supporter of religion 

S lyaltimish 

(Turki) 

Altaraash 

The lion ( ? ) 

9 Al-Beiuni 

(Arabic) 

Al-Beruni 

The outsider (?) 


Wa irr.v add that tho names of certain tovrns and provinces are spelt 
as fcllovrs in this book viz : — Khorasan. Siotanj Balkb, Baghdad ( garden 
of justice ), L'isLapur (this appears to be a Sanskrit name) and Bokhara. 



BOOK YII. 

THE THIRD SET OF HINDU KINGDOMS 

CHAPTER L 

I HE OHIHAMaNAS OE SaMBHAR and AJMER. 

One of the famous Rajput clans of the preceding sub-period 
which still flourished in this sub-period and indeed attained 
to greater glory was the Ohahamanas of Sambhar. We have 
given the history of their rise in our second volume chapter 
III Book IV ( pp. 90-97 ) and shown that the first king who 
established a kingdom in Sambhar, otherwise called the 
Sapadalaksha territory (of iM lakh villages), was Samanta and 
he became famous by his vigorous opposition to the invading 
Arabs from Sind abo.ut 750 or 778 A. D. His successors down to 
the last Prithvlraja had constant fights with Mahomedans and 
maintained the struggle with great vigour and obstinacy. We 
have also given in Volume II the genealogy of the Ohahamanas 
of Sambhar from Guvaka I, the next important king, to 
Durlabha. whose Harsha stone inscription dated V. E. 1030 
(A. B. 973) has been found. In this volume we v/ill give the 
genealogy of the Ohahamanas from Durlabha onwards to 
Prithvlraja their last king and emperor of India, The whole 
genealogy is given in the Bijolia inscription published by 
Kaviraja Shyamaldas in J, R. A. S. Bengal LV and the same is 
examined by Kielhorn in Ep. Ind. Vol. VIII and also dis*- 
cussed by Rai Bahadur Gaurishankar Ojha in his Hindi edi- 
tion of Tod’s Rajastan (p. 394). The value of Prithvlraja Ras§/ 
as history is almost nil according to most scholars, as has beeii 
19 
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proved by many inscriptions found since Tod wrote his great 
history. The Chahamana genealogy, therefore, and also the 
dates given by Tod mainly from Prithviraja Rasa are naturally 
incorrelit and we have to rely for corrrect genealogy and dates 
on inscriptions and such dates as can be guessed for particular 
kings by calculation. The Rajputana Gazetteer Vol. Ill B (page 
65) gives a genealogy of the Chahamanas based on the Biiolia 
inscription but there appear to be a few inaccuracies therein 
which according to our view require to be corrected. We will 
here give the genealogy of the Chahamanas of Sambhar from 
Burlabha onv/ards down to Prithviraja as we conceive it to be, 
with probable dates, side by side with the genealogy given in 
the Rajputana Gazetteer for comparison. 


Sijolia Insc. St - 1226 

1 Durlabha A. D. 973 

2 Govinda (c. 988) 


Rajputana Gazetteer 

1 Durlabha 

2 Govinda 


3 Vabpati 
{c. 1003) 


I 

4 Vlryarama 


3 Vakpati 

1 

4 Son Vijayarama 


5 Srichandra 

1 (c,1033) 1 

j— j .T Durlaqha 

6 Sinhata Dusala 7 VJsala alias 
(c. 1048) Vigrabaraja III 

(c. 1063) m. Rajadevi 

S Frithviraja I (c. 1078) 
m. Rasalyadevi 


9 AkJ’^deva (c. 1093) 

m. SaumalyadoTl 

1 

10 Arnoraja or Ana 

(c. 1108) 


6 Vigraba 

I 

7 Pritbvira 3 a 

8 Ajaipala 

9 Arnoraja 
son or grandson 

lOVisala or Vigraba 


i: Pritbviraja 12 Somesvara 
13 Pritbviraja 


Jagcdeva 
12 Pyif.bvibhata II 


11 Vigrabapala IV IS Somesvara 

alias Visala Ins. 1169 A. D. 

Ins. 1163 A. D. I 

14 Pritbviraja III 

Ac. 0 . 1175 died 1193 A. D. 
in battle with Shihabuddin 


Of Prithvlraja III or the last we will speak in a separate 
chapter ; for his conflict with Shihabuddin Ghori must be 
treated in groat detail as it ended in the final overthrow of 
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jSTorthern India and in effect of the whole of this country. His 
date of accession may be, as we shall show later on, taken to be 
about 1175 A. D. From Durlabha whose- reign may be taken 
to begin in A. D. 973 down to Prithviraja III whose reign 
began in 1175 A. D. we have thirteen kings and a period of 
about 203 years giving an average of 15H years per king. In the 
previous section of the genealogy, as the reader may remember, 
we took, for fixing dates, an average of 15 years. 

The first king Durlabha -is said in the Harsha stone inscrip- 
tion to be a brother of the preceding king Vigraharaja who 
certainly was a great king. If we identify him with the 
Dhunda Danava Yisala of the Prithviraja Rasa wherein the 
absurd legend is given of his becoming a demon and devasta- 
ting Ajmer, we shall not be far wrong. But as said before, it is 
not possible to take the Rasa for history, at least for the an- 
cestors of Prithviraja III ; and we have to abandon the task 
of identifying Rasa kings with kings mentioned in inscrip- 
tions. For, further, we find that this dernon is said to have 
lived for 300 years before Prithvlraja and yet his son is 
said to be Sarahgadeva a name not to be found in the inscrip- 
tion genealogies and his son was Arnoraja. But Arnoraja 
from inscriptions appears to be a great-grandson of the next Visala 
or Vigraha III whose probable date of accession is 1063 A. D. 
and who thus preceded Prithviraja III by about a hundred 
years only. Giving up the Rasa, therefore, we may note that 
Vakpati was the king of Sambhar from A. D. 1003 and hence 
a contemporary of Mahmud of Ghazni."^ But the Chahamanas 
do not appear to have had any conflict with the Turks of 
Ghazni during Mahmud’s time as Mahmud did not come to 
Ajmer. And Ajmer was not the capital of the Chahamanas 
in 1000 A. D. When Firishta mentions Ajmer kings taking 
part in the confederacy of Rajput kings against Sabuktagin or 
Mahmud, he merely makes a surmise by ante-dating Ajmer 
owing to its fame in the days of Shihabuddin Ghori. Goving 
further on, we find that instead of Srichandra of the Bijolia 
inscription, R. B, Gaurishankar gives the name Chamunda and 


® It is difficult to state on whst authority Sir V. Simth states in his Oxford history 
of India thnt Visaldeo of Ajmer led the confederate army against Mahmud in 2008 A. D, 
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mentions that he built a Vishnu temple (as stated in Hammlra- 
Kavya) in a town in Marwar ; while Kielhorn gives Simhata 
and Dusala as separate kings (See Ep. In. VIII Appendix). 
Prithviraja I is said to have given a golden kalasa (pinnacle- 
pot) usually covered with gold to a Jain temple in Bapntham- 
bhor. His son Ajayadeva is said to have built the fort of 
Ajmer and founded the modern town, towards the end of the 
11th century A. D. and to have removed his capital from Sain- 
bhar to Ajmer. He must have been a powerful king as coins 
struck in his name and in the name of his queen Somaladevi 
have been found (Ind. Ant. 1912). His son Arnoraja or Ana 
was a more pov^erful king. He built the Ana-sagar tank and 
bund and “thus purified the place defiled as it had been by the 
invasion of Mahomedans”. ( This is perhaps a poetic fancy 
of the Prithiraja-Vijaya poem ). His reign is assigned by 
Mr. Harbilas Sarda to 1125 to 1150 A. D.* which does not 
much differ from the computed date given in our genealogy. 
Pandit Gaurishankar mentions that KumarapSla of Gujarat 
invaded Ajmer in the time of Arnoraja in St, 1207 or 1150 A. D. 
and Mr. Harbilas Sarda has in a paper in Ind, Ant, 1912 showm 
that Ana twice warred v/ith Kumarapala of Gujarat, first in 
St, 1202 and again in St. 1207 when the latter invaded Ajmer to 
avenge an insult offered to his sister who was married to him. 
Arno’s second son Visaladeva or Vigraharaja IV ascended the 
throne of Ajmer, setting aside his elder brother Jagadeva who 
had murdered Ana and who probably did not at all rule. Visala- 
deva was a greater monarch than Ana himself. He has recor- 
ded an inscription on the Iron pillar of Delhi in which his 
exploits are extolled to the highest. “From Vindhya to the 
Himalayas, he, moving for pilsrimage, conquered all those 
kings who opposed him and favoured those who bent tbeir 
necks to him and he made Aryavarta again a real Aryavarta 
or abode ofi> Aryas by slaughters inflicted on Mahomedans”. 
And he exhorts his descendants in this way. “We have made 
the portion of the earth between the Vindhya and the Himalayas 
tributory to us. May your minds be not devoid of exertion for 

^ It is inexplicable hovr Mr, Sarda assigns for Ajayapala’s reign the period 
llfi5-117s A. D, (Ajmer P. 83). Probably these figures are given there by mistake 
or misprint. 


THE OHaHAMINAS OF SaMBHAR AND -AJMER 149 


the conquest of the rest/’t This indeed shows the vigorous 
character of his rule and his high ambition. We have already 
shown that after their conquest and annexation of the Punjab 
the Mahomedans had sent several expeditions into mid- 
India and made settlements in many places. Visaladeva drove 
these Mahomedans back into the Panjab and clearing Arya- 
varta made it so in reality. This further would confirm the 
statement in the Bijolia inscription that he conquered Delhi, a 
fact on which doubt has been expressed. The verse “ ^ 

u ” of the 

Bijolia inscription is difidoult to understand. The words 
Pratoli and Valabhl are indeed double-meaning as also Dhillika 
and MaAika (which indicate probably towns of these names as 
also parts of a house). But it clearly indicates that he had to 
make great efforts to conquer Delhi. The. Bijolia inscription 
as well as the inscription on the iron pillar at Dehli are given 
in an Appendix for the curious reader. 


Visaladeva was not only a great warrior, conqueror of 
Vaikunta, Jabalipura Palli and even Delhi (Bijolia inscription) 
but he was a poet and a patron of poets like Bhoja of Dhar of 
immortal fame. Two slabs of stone inscribed with two Sanskrit 
dramas, one composed by Visaladeva himself and the other 
composed by his court-poet have recently been found at Ajmer. 
•The Harakeli ITataka is composed by Visaladeva himself and 
is based on the well-known Kiratarjunlya epic poem. The king 
represents himself as eventually having had dai'sana of Siva 
like Aijuna. The drama is said to be composed in St. 1210 
( A. D. 1153 ). The second drama is entitled Lalita-Vigraharaja 
and is composed by the court-poet Somadeva. Vigraharaja is 
shown to have fallen in love with the daughter of king Vasanta- 
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pala ( probably an imaginary king ) who requited his love and 
he sends a messenger to her informing her of his resolve to 
come to her after his fight with the Amir. This seems to be 
historically true and the Turks under their Hammlra ( Amir ) 
are said to be' innumerable. Each party has sent spies into the , 
other’s camp. Eventually formal messengers are sent and a 
truce or peace is concluded. 

Visaladeva has left his name in Ajmer in the Visalasara 
or tank, constructed by him, in imitation of his father Ana v/ho 
is named as Avelladeva in his iron pillar inscription and who 
built the Ana-sagara tank on the bank of which Sbahjahan later 
built a marble Baradari or open pavilion. "Visaladeva also 
built a college for Sanskrit students which was converted by 
Shihabuddin Ghori into a mosque which is now known as 
Adhai-Dinki-Zhopadi ( a hut of two days and a half ), 

VIsaladeva’s last record found ( Iron pillar of Delhi ) is 
dated St. 1^20 { A. D. 1163 ). He left a minor son named 
Aparagahgeya who is not mentioned in the Bijoiia inscription. 
He must have been set aside by Visaladeva’s nephew Prithvl- 
bhata or Prithvlraja II, a son of the parricide Jagadeva. He 
ruled for a few years only and was succeeded by Somesvara, 
Visala’s younger brother. He also ruled for a short time and 
was succeeded by his son Prithviraja III the last king of the 
Chahamanas. The dates of the succession of Somesvara and 
of Prithviraja III we will discuss in our chapter on the latter. 
But it seems necessary to state here that Somesvara must’ 
actually have ruled for some time as the Bijoiia Inscription 
records the grant of the village Eewana by Somesvara and 
ends with this mention so that Somesvara was still ruling 
when the inscription was recorded in St. 1226, Phalguna 
Yadya 3 ( about March 1170 A. D. ). 

The Chahamanas are solar race Baiputs as shown in 
Volume II ( p. 14. ) and as even the Prithviraja-Yijaya and 
Hammira Kavyas declare. The idea that they are Agnikulas 
is a later fiction which has been exploded from stone records, as 
even Pandit Gaurishankar believes. But it is strange that he 
looks upon the Chahamanas as lunar race Kshatriyas (See his 
edition of Tod’s Rajastan in Hindi). This 'is probably a misprint. 



CHAPTER it 

« 

THE GUHILOTS OF MEW AD 

The kingdom founded by Bappa Rawal remained intact 
in this sub-period and the Guhilot kings of Mewad were as 
valorous and independence-loving in this sub-period as in 
the preceding. They probablyloved Independence so truly 
that they never sought to extend their kingdom by depriving 
other peoples or clans of their territory and independence. For 
they never aspired to attain to the position of emperors of 
India (Samrat or Chakra vartin) as other kingly families did 
during this sub-period as in the preceding, such as Chahamanas, 
Kalachuris and Gahadavalas. In fact this aspiration was the 
bane of India from the most ancient days of the Pandavas and 
Kauravas down to the days of Pnthvlraja viz. the desire to esta- 
blish an empire in India without its advantages. For, this 
empire like the German empire, did not mean the welding to- 
gether of the whole of Northern or Southern India into one 
kingdom ; but it merely meant the humbling of other kingdoms 
without extinguishing them. The evil results of this idea of 
imperial sovereignty we will discuss in another place. It is 
sufficient to state here that the kings of Mewad never suc- 
cumbed to the vanity of acquiring Imperial honourbut held firmly 
to their own. This is perhaps the true reason why the kingdom 
of Mev/ad still subsists throughout the troubles and vicissi- 
tudes of twelve hundred years. The kings were content wfith 
their own territory and dignity and therefore they still rule in 
the territory where ‘Bappa Rawal first founded his kingdom. 

During this sub-period (1000-1200 A. D.) the kings of 
Mewad were also generally free from aggression from without 
especially from the inroads of Mahoraedans. Even Mahmud’s 
Turks did not come to Mewad probably for this very reason 
viz. that the kings of Mewad were not kings of Hind as the 
Mahomedans styled the Imperial rulers of Kabul or Kanauj. 
Perhaps the kingdom was not rich and there were no famous 
temples or shrines in Mewad where riches had accumulated. 
The kings of Mewad, therefore, remained unmolested and the 
vigorous line of its kings continued to rule without exhibi- 
ting any signs of decay ending in death. 
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In our second volume we gave jbjtie line of Mewad kings 
from Bappa to Saktikumara from the Atpura inscription dated 
V. E. 1034 or A. D. 977. We will give in this volume the con» 
tinuation of that line upto 1200 A. D. The mistake of the 
Frith vi raja Rasa in making Samarasinha a contemporary of 
Prithviraja III of Ajmer and Delhi has now been admitted on all 
hands; for Sainarasinha’s inscriptions plainly show him to 
belong to the end of the thirteenth century A. D. Unfortunately 
the Rasa story has been accepted by bards in all Rajput states 
and hasj therefore, vitiated their genealogies. We can in fact 
almost determine when this Rasa vertion arose by comparing 
the various inscriptions relating to the Guhilots of Mewad 
themselves and the genealogies given therein. We have several 
such inscriptions (See Bhavnagar Insc.). The first of them is 
the Abu Achalesvara inscription dated St. 1342 ( 1285 A. D. ) 
and it gives a great many details. Then comes the Ranapura 
( Banapura ) inscription in Jodhpur territory dated 1496 (A, D. 
1439 ) vrhich tersely gives the whole genealogy from Bappa. 
Le.stly comes the Rayasagara inscription dated St. 1732 (A. D. 
^1675 ) which first gives the Rasa story that Samarasinha was 
married to Fritha sister of Frithviraja -and died along with him 
in his last battle with Shihabuddin Ghori. The inscription 
distinctly refers to the Rasa itself and has necessarily to dis- 
tort the genealogy given in the preceding two inscriptions 
wherein Samarasinha is given as a son of Tejahsinha who 
was a son of Jaitrasirhha in whose time the first conflict of 
Mewad with the Turks took place in about 1216 A. D. as dis- 
tinctly mentioned in the Abu inscription, Jaitrasirhha being 
described as a very Agastya to the ocean of the army of the 
Turks. Of this conflict we v/ill ppeak later on ; but this sufiSces 
to show that even Jaitrasirhha, grand-father of Samarasinha, 
was not a contemporary of Prithviraja. We will, therefore, 
ignore the Prithviraja Rasa account which obviously arose 
after the Ranapura inscription dated 1439 A. D. and before the 
Rayasagar inscription .dated 1675 A, D. and will give the 
genealogy of the Guhilots, of Mewad in this sub-period from 
Abu and Banapura inscriptions and as accepted by Pandit 
Gaurishankar in his Hindi edition of Tod’s Rajastan. We have 
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got a short inscription of Vijayasinha, one of these kings, dated 
St. 1164 ( A. D. 1107 ) and later, of Jaitrasinha dated St. 1270 
( A. D. 1213 ). Starting from Saktikumara, the last king men- 
tioned in the Atpura inscription dated A. D. 977, we have, upto 
Viiayasinha,10 kings and the average comes to 13 

years and from Saktikumara to Jaitrasinha we have 19 kings 
giving an average of years. This shows 

that the average for the Guhilot kings is still shorter than that 
for other families. IVe will use 13 and 12 years as average for 
this portion of the Guhilot genealogy and assign probable 
dates, with remarks for individual kings from Gaurishankar 
and other sources. 

GUHILOT GENEALOGY 

1 Saktikumara (Ins. 977 A. D.) 

I 

2 Ambaprasada (c. 990 A. D.) 

3 Suchivarman (c. 1003 A. D.) 

4 Naravarraan (o. 1016 A. D.) 

5 Kirtirarman (o. 1029 A. D.) 

6 Ybgaraja (o. 1042 A. D.) 

7 Vairata (o. 1055) 

8 Hansapala (c. 1068) 

9 Vairisinha (c. 1081 A. D.) 

10 Vijayasinha (c. 1094 A. D.) Insc. 1107 A. D. 

*11 Arisinha (o. 1118) 

32 ChonJa (o. 1129) 

13 Vijayasinha (o. 1140) 
f 14 Eanasinha (o. 1151) 

35 Bhiraasinha (o. 1162) 

I 

36 Samantasinha (o. 1173) 

0 

17 Kumarasinha (o. 3184 A. D.) 

S "* 

3.8 Mathanasinha (c. 1195) 

19 Padmasinha (c. 1206) 

20 Jaitrasinha (o. 1213) Insc. 1213 and 1222 D. A. 

I • 

21 Tejasinha (o. 1238)’ Insc. 1267 A. D. 

I 

22 Samarasinha (c. 1267) In so. 1278, 83, 87 A. Do 

From 11 we take 11 years ’average to suit the date known from Inscriptions for 
jaitrasinha, I From 14 two branches started of which we take the elder Rawa Ibranch. 

20 
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Proceeding to the case of individual kings we have first to 
observe that the Abu inscription differs a little from its com- 
peer the Chitorgadh inscription drawn up by the same writer 
Vedasarman in that the latter gives the two kings Amba- 
prasada and Suchivarraan after Saktikumara and before ISTaravar- 
man. Further it records of Saktikumara that he destroyed the 
enemies of religion, terrible like Daityas. There is here plainly 
a reference to the Mahomedans. We have taken the date of 
this king from the Atpura inscription as ruling from 977 A.'D. 
in which year Sabuktagin came to the throne of Ghazni and 
then that danger to India began which finally engulfed it. It 
is possible to believe that Saktikumara may have taken part 
in the first confederacy of Hindu kings convened by Jaipala 
of Kabul against Sabuktagin in 989 A. D. (Smith’s Oxford H. 1.) 

The Chitorgadh inscription stops with Naravarman and 
gives the subsequent genealogy in the Abu inscription and 
we have, therefore, not included it in our authorities; but even 
though the Abu inscription does not mention Ambaprasada 
and Suchivarman we have to take them in the list of kings from 
the Chitorgadh inscription of the same author. This also 
proves that the Abu inscription list may make some further 
omissions as we actually see. Ambaprasada is a strange name 
in this list of Guhilot kings and one might have omitted it but 
for its mention in the Chitorgadh inscription. Yogaraja (no. 6) 
and Hanspals (no. 8) are also strange names in this line and 
they are not given in the Abu inscription but they are given in . 
the Ranapura inscription (the latter name being given as 
Yasapala). These three names, however, are confirmed by 
their mention in a Haihaya stone inscription to be noticed 
in their history. There is a copper-plate ' inscription of Vijaya- 
sinha as has been already noticed dated St. 1164. Then Vijayal 
sinha (no. 13) is given as Vikramasinha in Abu and Banapura 
inscriptions. Ranasinha or Karnasinha is not mentioned in the 
Abu inscription but he is mentioned in the Banapura inscrip- 
tion. It is probable that this inscription mentions names 
which were subsequently invented by bards and one may 
suspect if these names are names of real kings. The Abu 
inscription again does not record the tradition that from 
Ranasinha two branches sprang, the elder called Rawat 
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and the younger called Rana and established at Sisoda. Bii- 
■this tradition cannot be doubted as we have to explain how 
former kings of Chitor were called Rawals and later kings from 
Hammira were called Ranas. The latest Rayasagar inscription 
embodies this tradition by stating that there were 26 Rawals 
in all from Bappa Rawal." 

From Ranasinha v/e come at names which are the same in 
all inscriptions except the first Bhimasinha who is given as 
Ehemsing in Abu and Ranapura inscriptions. These kings 
were nearly contemporary with or immediately preceded the 
Abu inscription and there could have been no mistake about 
them. The probable date of Samantasinha is 1179 A. D. and he 
may have been a contemporary of Prithviraja III. Pandit 
Gaurishankar thinks that the amplifier or forger of the Rasa 
mistook Samanta for Samara and thus committed the blunder of 
making Samarasinhaof A. D. 1282, a contemporary of Prithviraja. 


® The .name Ea'wal was adopted from Bappa who was a REwal or small king. 
The later kings were called Kanas as they came from a minor branch, Rana meaning a 
subordinate king as in Himalayan states. Bui the name RanS being taken by the 
' illustrious kings of TJdepur, no'pr bears a higher meaning in Rajaputang, 



CHAPTER III 

THE PARAMiRAS OF DHAR--BHOJA. 

The Paramaras of Malwa were already a great power at 
the beginning of this sub-period, Munja and Sindhuraja haying 
already established its independence and glory. But Malwa 
rose to still greater glory and renown, in fact its greatest, during 
the reign of Bhoja. When Munja died poets were in despair 
for the goddess of Sarasvati though not for Lakshmi or Indranl® 
The goddesses of wealth and valour might find their favourites 
but the goddess of learning was novf, they thought, without 
support.* But Bhoja falsified their misgivings and in him the 
goddesses of wealth, valour and wisdom were equally well-seated. 
Bhoja in real history typified the best Kshatriya of Bharata- 

/ r 

varsha who cultivated both Sastra and Sastra like Rama and 
Yudhishthira of legendary days or Vikrama and Hala of later 
legends. Bhoja not only patronised literary men but was a 
great author himself and he was master of many and diversified 
subjects. He studied Astronomy, Alankara (poetics), Architec- 
ture, Asceticism (Yoga) and Grammar and on each of these 
subjects he has left works which are still treated as authorita- 
tive. His Sarasvatl-Kanthabharapa on poetics, Raja Martanda 
on asceticism and Raja Myigapka Karana on astronomy are well 
known and speak of his high proficiency in these sciences. 
As a learned man, therefore, his fame has been established in 
history on a permanent foundation. He built a college for 
Sanskrit studies at Dhar in which Sanskrit aphorisms on vari- 
ous subjects were inscribed on stone. The college was conver- 
ted into a mosque by Mahomedans ; and of still subsists at Dhar 
being known as the Kamal Maula mosque. The slabs of stoUe 
which were inscribed with Sanskrit works were used for floor- 
ing and are now so rubbed over that nothing inscribed thereon 
is now legible. But close to this Sarasvati-sadana or Bharatl- 
bhuvana there is an old well which is still called Akkal-kuvl 
or well of wisdom ; and it reminds us of the time when the 

I ^ ii 
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learned men who studied in that college and held disputations 
in that hall, drank water from this well and advanced in 
wisdom and knowledge. These and other details about Bhoja*s 
literary greatness given by Col. Luard and and Mr. Lele in 
their book on the Paramaras of Dhar and Malwa are indeed 
. interesting and we make no apology for giving such other facts 
'here as are necessary to be given in this history from this work 
as every available source of information has been utilized by 
the learned authors of this book to give a connected and detailed 
history of the Paramaras of Dhar. 

Bhoja is mentioned by several well-known writers as an 
author on Hindu Law also though no work of his on that sub- 
ject is now available. He is so mentioned by Sulanatha in the 
PrayaSchittaviveka, by Eaghunandana and even by Vijnane- 
§vara in his famous Mitakshara. This not only shows the 
versatility of Bhoja’s genius but also points to his being a great 
ruler. He could not have been an author on Hindu Law with- 
out being thoroughly acquainted with civil administration as 
with religion since. Dharma or law with the Hindus includes 
both. We, know that he had done much to educate his subjects 
and to promote their secular welfare. He built a great tank 
known as Bhoja-Sara by damming the spaces between hills 
encircling a vast area and used it probably for irrigation. His 
two grants found show the terse nature of his government 
records which we will notice further on ; but it is pertinent to 
remark here that his system of government and administration 
was typical. 

His political greatness is not, however, equally well-known 
and has not as yet been ascertained with exactitude. He 
came to the throne about lOl'O A. D. (Col. Luard and Mr. Lele 
think that he may have come to the throne even earlier) and 
he ruled for about forty years at least. Sir Vincent Smith 
places his death in about 1160 A. D. while Pandit Gauri- 
shankar places it sometime before 1055 A. D. (St 1112). He had 
fights with many Indian kings, notably with the king of Chedi 
Indranatha, Joggala I and Bhima of Gujarat and with kings of 
Earnata and Lata, and Gurjaras and Turushkas, as stated in 
the Udepur inscription (Ep. II p. 222). We will first speak of 
his fight with the Turks. As this inscription states imme- 



m 


THE THIRD SET OF HINDU EINGDOMS 


diately before that Munja had conquered a Huna king, it seems 
clear that the record distinguishes between Hunas and Turks 
and does not confound them.'" The Huna king, therefore, must 
have been a Hindu king as there were no Huns in India at 
that time and as Huna is the name of a Eajput clan also. 
Munja, therefore, does not seem to have taken part in the J 
Raiput confederacy against Amir Sabuktagin, as one is likely^'’' 
to think from the period of his reign viz. 997 to 1010 A. D. In 
what campaign of Mahmud of Ghazni Bhoja fought against 
the Turks it is difficult to determine. He certainly was not 
one of those who fought with Mahmud at Somnath for he is here 
said to have defeated the Turks. Perhaps as suggested by Col. 
Luard and Mr. Lele on the srength of a statement in Tabkat-i- 
Akabari, that Mahmud after conquering the Hindus at 
Somnath went with his plunder through the western part of 
the desert of Multan as he learnt “that Paramaradeva one of the 
greatest kings of Hindustan was preparing to intercept him ”, 
this may be construed into a defeat of the Turks by Bhoja. Of 
course the Paramaradeva described as one of the great kings of 
Hindustan by Tabakat-i- Akabari must refer to Bhoja and none 
else. And inscription-writers are usually panegyrists and 
Mahmud’s avoiding Bhoia may well’be construed by them into 
a defeat. It is further likely that this event is referred to by 
the Udepur Prasasti as Bhoja is said therein to have also 
built the temple of Somnath. Probably Mahmud had not only 
broken the image but also demolished the temple of Somnath and 
it is certainly to the credit of Bhoja’s greatness as a warrior and 

f 

a devotee of Siva that he should prepare to intercept the defiler 
of the temple which probably had iust been built by him (See p. 91). 

If we take the date of accession of Bhoja to be earlier than 
1010 A. D. it is possible that he may have sent a contingent to 
the forces of Hindu kings collected by A nandapala in 1008 and the 
inscription speaks of Turks and others being defeated by 
contingents or general of Bhoja not by Bhoja himself. But in 
no other contest with Mahmud of Anandapala the Turks were 
defeated and hence the words of the Udepur inscription cannot 
be taken to refer to their earlier conflicts. 

Bhoja’s political relations and conflicts with surrounding 
Hindu kingdoms have been well described by Col. Luard apd 
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Mt. Lele in their book using all the available authorities. The 
kingdom of Malwa on the east was conterminous with the 
kingdom of Chedi, on the north with that of Ohitod, on the 
west with that of the Chalukyas of Anhilwad and on the south 
with the kingdom of the Chalukyas of Ealyan and as neigh- 
bours are alternately friends and foes, Bhoja had often to fight 
with these kingdoms except the Guhilot 'kingdom or Ohitod. 
The Guhilots never aspired to imperial power as stated before 
and never tried to extend their territory. Hence we have no 
mention of Bhoja’s wars with Ohitod. But with Ohedi, Ana- 
hilwad and Karnata he had constant fights with intervening 
periods of peace and these wars were alternately successful and 
disastrous, the enemy usually coming as far as and even 
occupying Dhar. In Gujarat his foe was Bhima who ruled 
from 1021-1063! While Kulchandra, a Jain general of Bhoja, 
once invaded Gujarat when Bhima was absent and occupied 
his capital Anahilwad (Patan), he plundered it so complete!: 
that the sack of Kulachandra, has become proverbial. Bhima 
in. return took Dhar by a sudden raid with his cavalry and 
plundered it. But Bhima and Bhoja were not foes long and they 
had even vakils of each in the other’s court, Damodara an 
envoy of Anahilwad " being well-known as a witty and 
clever diplomat 

The enmity with the Ohedi kingdom on the east and 
with Karnata on the south was almost hereditary and more 
disastrous, the Ohedi Haihayas and the Karnata Chalukyas 
being usually related 'by marriage. A sister of Yuvaraja of 
Ohedi was the mother of Tailapa of Karna'ta and we have seen 
already (Vol. II) that Munja constantly fought with Tailapa 
and was eventually taken prisoner and even put to death by 
him. Gangeyadeva was Yuvaraja’s successor and ruled from' 
1038 to 1042 and his, successor was Karnadeva who was the 
most powerful of the E aihaya line and had a long reign from 
1042 to 1072. Bhoja’s contemporaries at Kalyan in the south 
were Jayasinha (1018 to 1040) and Some^var (i040 to 1069). It 
seems that Jayasinha once advanced on Bhar and defeated 
Bhoja an event mentioned in an inscription of Jayasinha* 


® The date o£ this inscription is by misprint given as 800 Saka in Mr. Lele’s work. It 
must be 841 Saka or 1019 A. D, as the former date is inconsistent with Bhoja’s period of rule. 
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(I. A. Vol. y p. 15). Bhoja must liave defeated this king in turn 
as also Gangeya sometime about 1040 which event might have 
given rise to the saying now current in Malwa “ Kahan Eaja 
Bho]'a, dur Kahan Ganga Teli ” (originally it must have been 
Gangeya of Telangana, as ingeniously suggested by Mr. Lele, 
Telangana being a subordinate of Chedi).* Whatever this may 
be Somes vara Jayasinha’s successor again invaded Malwa and 
signally defeated Bhoja. This event is related in the Yikra- 
mankadevacharita by Bilhana (I. 91). Later, Bhoja may have 
attacked Somesvara and defeated him. This or the earlier defeat 
may have been referred to in the Udepur Prasasti noted before. 

These wars it may be noted did not diminish to any 
extent the power of Malwa or of the kingdoms contending 
with it ; for they were not waged with any desire of aggression ; 
and the four states Malwa, Ohedi, Karnata and Gujarat 
were qually powerful and their rulers also equally able. 
They on the contrary kept up the martial qualities of' these 
rulers and their soldiers. But it seems that about the time 
of Bhoja’s death (probably after, not a little before, as the 
wording of the Udepur Prasasti is quite clear tj, the combined 
invasion of Malwa by Bhima of Gujarat and Karna of Chedi 
created disorder and diminished the power of the kingdom of 
Malwa. The successor of Bhoja, Jayasinha went to the court 
of Ahavamalla Somesvara of Kalyan for refuge and be forgetting 
the hereditary feud between Malwa and Earnata lent him aid 
and enabled him to regain the throne of his ancestors at Dhar 
as stated in Vik. by Bilhana ( III 67 ), This shows that in 
those days Indian states did not fight with each other for exten- 
sion of territory. This event further shows that people in every 
country wished to be ruled by some one of its hereditary ruling 
family. As stated in Volume II, p. 2Z1, even Arab writers have 
recorded that when a king conquers another kingdom he always 
places on the throne some one belonging to the family of the 
fallen king. “ The inhabitants could not suffer it otherwise.” 


* Kama is distinctly called lord of Yiikalinia in one of his inscriptions (Ep. Ind. II). 
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Even this little feeling of nationality gradually disappeared in 
this sub-period ( we see in this instance Jayasinha being to be 
placed on the throne of j\ ; alwa by a third king), for reasons we 
shall explain later on. Bhoja’s death must have occurred before 
1055 A. D. as Jayasinha’s grant issued from Dhara in that year 
has been found (Ep. Ind, III P. 46 ) wherein he declares him- 
self to be a son of Bhoja. It is inexplicable how even in his 
third edition of E. H. 1. (1914), Sir Vincent Smith gives 
1060 A. B. as the date of Bhoja’s death; as no authority is 
quoted here we are unable to discuss this date further* Bhoja 
conquered Konkan in St, 1076 or 1019 or the year before as 
appears plainly from his grant of that year ( Ep. In. XL). Why 
Bhoja fought with Konkan in his early age does not appear 
(he must have been about 20 at that time) and how he went so 
far from his kingdom remains to be solved though the fact of 
the conquest cannot be denied. Probably this was an offshoot 
of -his first war with Vikramaditya V (1009-1018) whom he 
is said to have taken prisoner and put to death as stated 
by Col, Luard and Lele. But if this event is true, Bhoja 
might have made more of this affair in his inscription than his 
conquest of Konkan the king of which was less important than 
the king of Karnata, this war being dated, if true, about the 
same time. But these wars are practically of no interest to the 
general reader .of Indian history and need not, therefore, be 
investigated further. 

The war with Karnadeva and Bhima which immediately 
preceded or followed Bhoja’s death is, however, of great impor- 
tance and we will examine the authorities mentioned carefully. 
It seems to us that a misconception has arisen here from the 
story given by Merutuhga that Bhima and Karna conjointly 
attacked Dhara, conquered it and put to flight Bhoja who even- 
tually died. It is notorious that these Prabandhas give fanci- 
ful tales of famous kings which require to be carefully sifted, 
Keilhorn first thought that the story given, by Merutunga is 
supported by a verse in the XJdepur pra^asti ( E. II ), He 
subsequently however in giving a similar verse from the PTag- 
pur Prasasti (Ep. Ind. II) expressed the caution that the story 

' i .. _ __v. 

® The probable authorities viz ; Tarangim .and Vikramankachaiita have been duly 
noticed and explained by Col, Luard and Lele in their, book on Paramaras (pp, 28-23), 
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was not likely and that various arguments conld be adduced 
against the truth of the version. We think it quite unbeliev- 
able that such a powerful king as Bhoja could have been 
attacked and defeated in this way and that his end was miser- 
able. On verse 9 of the Udepur Prasasti, Kielhorn wrongly 
remarked that it virtually admits that Bhoja finally succumbed ^ 
to his foreign foes, as the verse simply says, that Bhara was 
enveloped in darkness after Bhoja had left this world 
( when he whose valour was as great as that of the sun, the 
devotee of Siva, had gone to heaven* ). Similarly in editing 
the Nagpur Prasasti Kielhorn observed “Bhojadevas end was 
unfortunate but thought it necessary now to state that the story of 
Mer.utunga was not quite reliable. Now even here the wording 
of the Nagpur Prasasti does not indicate that Bhoja s end was 
unfortunate: ‘'When Bhoja became a brother of Indra (died) 
and when the kingdom was beset with trouble t shows that 
Bhoja died peacefully and trouble arose afterwards. Neither 
record expresses any tinge of sorrow about the end of Bhoja. 
It seems, therefore, clear that it was only after Bhoja s death 
that his foes thought it a proper opportunity to advance against 
Malwa." Bhoja 's son and successor Jayasinha was the king 
whose end seems to have been unfortunate as we shall see 
further on. In short the Nagpur and Udepur Prasastis do not 
lend any support to the story of Merutunga that Bhoja’s end 
was unfortunate. Unfortunately the story is still retained in 
the 3rd Ed. of Sir Vincent Smith’s history and has, therefore, to 
be refuted. There are further arguments to show why the story 
of Merutunga is concocted. Not only do the records of Chedi 
Haihayas not speak of this supposed successful attack on 
such a famous king as Bhoja but the records of Gujarat Chalu- 
kyas also do not mention this exploit of Bhima. , In fact in 
their many records Bhima’s name goes without any epithet 
while the name of Jayasinha Siddharaja is always extolled 
with the expression ‘the conqueror of A.vantinatha.’ Had Bhima 
conquered Bhoja, that exploit, the summit of his glorious career, 
would certainly have been considered higher than that of Jaya- 
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sinha, in conquering a minor king of Avanti. But further the 
Nagpur Pra^asti does not mention Bhima at all when it 
mentions that Dhara was attacked immediately after Bhoja’s 
death. It mentions Karp a of Chedi and Karnata who were 
either leagued together or were contending with each other for 
the overlordship of Malwa. This point we will discuss later on 
but this statement in the Nagpur Prasasti which makes 
no mention of Bhima is sufficient to discredit Merutuhga who 
probably wrote to please the Gujarat kings and concocted 
stories of their exploits. In conclusion, therefore, we believe 
that Bhoja’s end was peaceful and that foes attacked Dhara 
after his death. 

Another misconception associated with this event is that 
the Gahadavala king Chandradeva assisted in — indeed eKected- 
“the quelling of the anarchy'" which resulted in the defeat and 
death of Bhoja. ” This misconception has arisen on a mis- 
construction of the verses in praise of the Gahadavala king 
Chandradeva in two Gahadavala grants. The allusion to Bhoja 
in the grant of Madanapala (Ind. Ant. XIV p. 103) is explicit 
but the verse cannot be construed in the sense that the 
Gahadavala king Chandra had anything to do with the death, 
or the anarchy which followed the death, of Bhoja nor can the 
verse in the other record (Ind, Ant, XVIII p. 11) be so 
construed. (Their correct construction we will discuss pre- 
sently ). Moreover the date of the rise of Chandradeva Gaha- 
davala does not coincide with the date of Bhoja’s death about 
1055 A. D. His rise must be and has been dated much later 
that is about 1080 A. D. And lastly there could have been no 
necessity for his interference, since while Karnadeva of Chedi 
was the aggressor and the creator of. anarchy, Somesvara of 
Karnataka was the friend of the Paramara kiug as stated 
further on by Luard and Lele at p. 15 (though at page 27 
we have the contradictory remark that Jayasinha, Bhoja’s 
successor, was installed king at Dhar by Karra and Bhima 
themselves). The Prabandhakaras have made many imaginary 
statements but even they do not appear to have brought in the 
Gahadavala (or Eathod) king Chandradeva and we may safely 
say that this idea has been suggested by a misconstruction of 
the two verses above referred to. 
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Bhoia was one of the great monarchs of India whose fame 
has been established in the annals of Indian history for all 
time to come. He was not only an independent king in his own 
country Malwa but his power was acknowledged throughout 
India. This has not been sufficiently realised. In the Udepur 
Pra^asti he is said to rule the whole of India from the Hima- 
layas to Eama’s bridge. This is no doubt untrue literally ; but 
in ancient times imperial power did not mean in India actual 
rule but indicated overlordship only. Such praise when 
recorded in the inscriptions of the family itself would be 
treated merely as a hyperbole of the family bards ; but when 
the praise is bestowed in the records of other kingly families 
the praise must be admitted to be based on truth. And we 
have such confirmation of this praise in the inscriptions of the 
imperial Gahadavalas themselves. The two verses in the 
grants of Madahapala and Govindachandra which have been, 
as above stated, misunderstood contain clear proof that Bhoja 
was for a time acknowledged as supreme king of India. The 
verse in the second grant (Ind. Ant. XIV p. 103) states,* 
“ When Sri Bhoja bhupa became a guest of the eyes of the 
women' of the gods and when Karna remained only in his 
renown and the earth was troubled, the husband whom the earth 
chose from love and the protector in whom she placed confi- 
dence was king Chandradeva. ” This clearly means that the 
two great wielders of imperial power on earth (the Indian land) 
who immediately preceded Chandradeva were Bhoja and 
•Karna. This Bhoja could not be Bhoja of Pratihara Imperial 
line of kings as he had long passed away (A. D. 840-890 vide 
Vol. II p. 113) and must be Bhoja of Malwa (who passed away in 
1055 A. D). The Karna referred to may be taken to be the 
Karnadeva of the Chalukyas of Anhilwad who reigned from 
1063 to 1093 A. D. or Karna son of Gahgeyadeva king of 
Chedi., The former seems somewhat doubtful for the sove- 

^ sTFrqR ii 
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reignty of India is said to have passed to Ghandradeva after 
Eiarna’s death. The Karna of Gujarat seems to have passed 
away in the nineties of the 11th century ; and he is not extolled 
so much as his successor Jayasinha Siddharaja; while Karna of 
Ohedi though the most powerful monarch of his line and is 
said to have conquered Malwa after Bhoja’s death, yet he 
reigned long and seems to have been alive when Ghandradeva 
rose to power about 1080 A. D. This verse says that Ghandra- 
deva attained imperial power when Karna passed away. 
Whatever may be the explanation of this difficulty, this verse 
does not speak of the land of Malwa for Malwa never ac- 
knowledged Ghandradeva as king. It speaks plainly of imperial 
pov/er in the whole of India, for the three kings Bhoja, Karna 
and Ghandra were actual kings in three separate kingdoms viz : 
Malwa, Ghedi and Kanauj. The trouble referred to in the 
word Kshmatyaya is the same as that referred to in the more 
general wording of the verse in the first record of the Gaha- 
davalas (Ind. Ant. XVIII p. 11) which may be translated as 
follov/s* “ King Ghandradeva who destroyed the darkness of 
violent and bold warriors and who allayed the troubles of all 
peoples by his greater valour”. This refers plainly to the 
trouble caused to the whole people of India by the raids of the 
ferocious Turks. In fact it seems that Bhoja had also contri- 
buted his quota to the allaying of this trouble and hence it is 
that he is remembered as the first king to whom India looked 
to for redress and afterwards to Karna the king of Ghedi,- 
Bhoja ruling upto 1055 and Karna later and the mantle of 
removing the oppression of the foreigners fell in the third 
instance on Ghandradeva v/ho as shown later on in Kanauj 
history, for this purpose, removed the incapable Pratihara king 
on the imperial throne of Kanauj and established his dynasty 
there. Viewed in this Hght the praise bestov/ed upon Bhoja by 
the UdepuT PraSasti that he was lord of the v/hole of India does 
not seem hyperbolical, supported as it is by this outside testi- 
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mony of a Gahadvala inscription. Indeed the next verse in 
the Udepur Prasasti appears in another light from this stand- 
point and when it says that Bhoja conquered the king of 
Gurjaras, it refers not to Bhima the king of what is now 
Gujarat, but to one of the Pratihara kings of Kanauj whoare 
styled inrecords of other states of that period askings of Gurjaras 
( See Vol. II p. 98, 163 ). In fact modern Gujarat came to be 
called so probably at the end of the next century as we shall our- 
selves show later on and Gurjaras in this verse means^very 
probably Pratihara kings of Kanauj who had become effete and 
even dependents and allies of the Turks. It, seems, therefore, 
probable that Bhoja had not only defeated Gahgeyadeva in the 
east but also the weak Pratihara king and successor of Rajya- 
pal of Kanauj and also the Turks who assisted him. He thus 
freed the land of Northern India from the troubles of the foreign 
and irreligious rule of the Turks. The verse declares that 
mere contingents or generals sent by Bhoja defeated these kings 
and it seems very probable that Bhoja had sent forces as far 
north as the Panjab and Delhi. Although, therefore, Bhoja did 
not, like Samudragupta to whom Sir Vincent Smith compares 
him, take a world-conquering expedition through India, his 
power was felt and acknowledged all over the country and it 
is this which must have enabled Him to build Siva temples in 
such distant places as Somnath, Eamesvara, Sundira ( east 
coast ? ) and Kedara, in the four quarters of India as he is de- 
scribed to have done.* That he built a temple of Mahakala in 

his own kingdom needs no mention but that he was allowed to 

/ 

build temples to god Siva whose devout devotee he was, in 
such foreign lands and at so great a distance, testifies both to 
his political power and his prosperity as also his organising 
capacity. One is reminded here of the same power, prosperity 
and capacity of a later sovereign of Malwa, Devi Ahalyabai 
of sacred memory, who similarly built temples and ghats in 
sacred places throughout India. Ahalyabai built these holy 
structures from the immense legacy left her by Malharrao 


^ tt I U 1 H H I I c) I >1 • I 
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( Udepur Prasasti Ep. Ind. L) 
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Holkar from his plunder in other kingdoms. Possibly Bhoja 
also did the same and expended the plunder obtained from 
Anhilwad and other kingdoms by his generals in this charitable 
work throughout India. Bhoja did not, like his contemporary 
Mahmud, amass wealth from plunder for the pleasure of mere 
possession or for aggrandizement but spent his treasures in 
constructing such holy temples as would make him known 
throughout India. Even in distant Kashmir which could not 
have acknowledged him as suzerain, he had a tank built at 
his expense to commemorate his name in that country. This 
was probably allowed by Kashmir entirely through respect for 
Bhoja's great fame and virtues.* But history does not record 
that Bhoja plundered many countries as Mahmud did and we 
may surmise that Bhoja’s resources were mostly derived from 
his own country. Malwa seems to have been extremely pro- 
sperous during his reign and his government was so good that 
it brought him large revenues without being oppressive. In this 
affluence, therefore, we have the evidence of both the prosperity 
of his country and the orderliness and benignity of his admi- 
nistration, 

Bhoja was not only a great author but a great patron of 
learned men. Unlike again Mahmud, his contemporary, Bhoja 
was extremely generous to learned men and stories are related 
of his generosity to poets by story-tellers in which a lakh of 
rupees is said to have been the usual reward of poets who 
brought a single new and good sloka. This is exactly the 
reverse of Mahmud’s reputation. Although vre regard these 
tales as story-tellers’ exaggerations, there is no doubt of Bhoja’s 
extreme liberality to learned men and this has certainly been 
the greatest preserver of his glory and renown than his political 
successes or his great structures none of which is now remem- 
bered or left. We do not believe there ' was any Kalidasa, new, 
or. old, at his court and this name is a fiction of story-tellers or 
Padmagupta author of Navasahasankacharita and court-poet 

^ Kalhana gives the interesting story In the Kajatarangini and states that Bhoja of 
Malwa had taken the vow. of washing, his face every morning with water of this Papa* 
sudana Tirtha in Kashmir and one Padmaraja, a favourite attendant of the Kashmir 
king of the time enabled Bhoja to observe this vow by constantly sending him glass 
Vessels filled with water from the tank. Of this incident we shall have to speak 
again in our general survey chapter. 
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of Ms father also, was given the title of Kalidasa. Dlmnapala 
another poet is properly associated with Bhoja and Uvata a 
native of Vadnagar wrote his commentary on the Vajasaneyl 
Samhita at Uilain during Bhoia’s rule ( Luard & Lele p. 21 ). 
Many other learned men must have attended Bhoja’s court 
but their names are not yet known. 

Summing up one may bestow the highest praise one can 
on Bhoja and look upon him as one of the greatest monarchs 
of India. He is properly called Kaviraja and Malavachakra- 
vartin by the inscription writers of the time even in other 
countries, being king emperor of Malwa (the meaning of the 
epithet chakravartin we will explain later on). The happiest 
way of expressing his greatness is by repeating what the Ude- 
pur Prasasti says of him “ He accomplished, he ordered, he 
gave, and he knew in a way none else did.” This pithily re- 
fers to his great undertakings in building throughout India, 
to his supreme political power, and to his extreme liberality 
to poets and learned men t and finally to his extensive 
studies and knowledge. 


^ (®P' ^P’ 

nagar Prasasti of the Ohalukyas of Gujarat ). 

( Ep. lud. I p. 222 ), 



OHAPTEE IV. 

PARAMiRAS OF DHAR—LATER KINGS. 


We have devoted so much space to the reign of Bhoja as 
he v/as not only the greatest king of the Paramaras of Malwa 
but undoubtedly one of the greatest kings of Hindu India. 
The Paramara line of Malwa having attained its pinnacle of 
glory under Bhoja naturally came on the incline of deterio- 
ration after him. His son Jayasinha had a troubled and 
probably a short reign. His inscription dated 1055 A. D. was 
issued from Dhar and he appears to have been reinstated on 
the ancestral throne by Vikramaditya by order of his father 
Ahavamalla Some^vara to whom he fled for refuge when Earna 
of Chedi had driven him out of Malwa, probably soon after 
Bhoja’s death. He made a grant to the Brahmins of Amare» 
svara of Mandhata on the Herbudda, of a village in the 
Purnaka (Punasa) Pattaka. As his reign was short and 
troubled and as he was restored by the aid of others and 
probably driven away again, his name is not mentioned in the 
two great stone records of the Paramaras viz. Udepur and 
Hagpur PraSastis. The kingdom was rescued from this 
troubled condition by the valour of one Udayaditya* who is 
said to be a relation of Bhoja. What relation he bore to him is 
not stated and has not yet been ascertained. From Udayaditya’s 
time the kingdom of Malwa appears to have started on a 
second period of successful career, though not as brilliant as 
that of Munja and Bhoja, for about two hundred years when 
it was finally subiected to the rule of the Mahomedans. 


® Col. Luard and Lele are, we think, mistaken when they state about this king 
that “ In this deliverance of Dhar this king was assisted by Chalukya Vikramaditya 
VI of Kalyan from a verse in Bilhana’s poem (Vik. Ill 67)," Curiously enough this 
aid is referred to by them in another connection also at p, 16. It seems clear from 
the reference to Udayaditya in the Nagpur and''’ en Udepur Prasastis that he delivered 
Malwa by his own prowess and not by the-^id of any foreign king. In fact the for- 
mer document refers to the Karnata king nPt as a friend and supporter but as one of 
the'troublers of Malwa, The translation f*he verse 
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Udayadifcya was a powerful king and had also the literary 

taste of his ancestors. He was also a great builder like his 

/ 

predecessor. The lofty Siva temple at Udepur, a town founded 
by him and bearing his name, still attests the greatness of his 
glory and art. For the temple has the . highest pinnacle in 
ancient India and the stones are placed one upon another 
without any mortar. They are held together by being 
correctly worked and fitted. There are many Paramara inscrip- 
tions in this temple which seems to have become the here- 
ditary repository of their fame, the earliest being two of 
Udayaditya himself. These show that its construction was begun 
in 1059 A. D. and finished in 1080 A. D. (Luard and Lele p. 39). 
This king appears to have had a long rule from about 1056. 
A. D. to about 1081 or later. He was succeeded by his son 
Lakshmanadeva who was a great warrior and scholar 
also. In the Nagpur Pra^asti the greatest praise is bestowed 
upon him, occupying many verses. They contain a description 
of his Digviyaya, commencing from Gauda and including 
Chedi, Ohola, Pandya, Ceylon and many other kingdoms and 

(we read here and not as read by Kielhorn in the lacuna after of the 

original, as giyes no meaning and is also incorrect.) may run as follows 

" When he (Bhoja) became a brother of Indra (died) and the kingdom was troubled and 
its lord was submerged, his relative Udayaditya became king who acted like Varaha 
(boar-incarnation) in lifting up this earth, troubled as it was by kings such as Ka\na 
and Karnata mingling like great oceans.” Here clearly the Karnata king is not referr.d 
to as a friend. This incident has not been properly understood from the beginning, 
Kielhorn starting the theory that if was Bhoja himself who was troubled in his last days 
by Karna. It clearly appears from the words “when Bhoja died" used here!as also from 
the wording in the Udepur Brasasti that the trouble arose after the death of Bhoja. The 
trouble probably arose by an invasion by Karna of Chedi son of Gangeya who pro- 
bably took advantage of Bhoja’s death to retrieve the glory of Chedi sullied by Gahgc- 
ya’s defeat. Jayasinha son of Bhoja a weak prince fled to Kalyana to seek help fro n 
Somesvara and he forgetting his hereditary enmity and perhaps to oppose the growing 
power of Chedi lent him assistance and replaced him on the throne of Malwa.^ It is 
to this instalment of Jayasinha son of Bhoja that the verse in VikramSnkacharita III 
refers. Unfortunately the name of the Halwa king is not given in this verse ^ 

II Vik. Ill which mentions merely a Malwa 
king (Malavendu). But he could neither have been, Bhoja himself nor Udayaditya, 
Karna must have come again and driven the weak Jayasinha again and^ the unfortunate 
king" is no more heard of ( This is suggested by the word ' MagnasvSmini ’ of the Nagpur 
record), ilt was from this trouble of the two great armies of the north and the south 
which like oceans meeting in Malwa sub-merged the kingdom that Udayaditya by his 

valour alone rescued the country ( See also Ep. Ind. XIX p. 1C8 

I M. Merutunga has commenced this mischief 

but the inscriptions of the time and Vikramankacharita of Bilhana when properly 
construed clearly prove his version to be untrue and imaginary. 
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ending with the Turushkas on the Vankshu (Oxus) and the 
Kira, king in the Himalayas (the usual pun on this word being 
made and the king of Kira being represented as a parrot 
confined in a cage and singing the praises of Lakshmanadeva ). 
This is certainly a hyperbole of the inscription-writer who is 
none else than his successor and younger brother Karavarman. 
This king was a great poet and has plainly copied Kalidasa 
from his reference to the river Oxus (Vankshu) mentioned by 
Kalidasa also in the Digvijaya of the mythical Raghu. 'We 
merely give this exaggeration as an illustraion of such 
hyperboles even in inscriptions vrhich are expected to give 
historical facts. Even inscriptions though contemporary and 
reliable records have, therefore, to be put into the crucible of 
credibility and examined carefully. Though there is nothing 
to show why the statements are false, they cannot be accepted 
unless we have corroborative evidence from records of other 
kingly families and, if possible, of foreign writers also. 

Lakshmanadeva died childless and he was succeeded by 
his younger poet-brother Karavarmadeva sometime before his 
composition of the Kagpur prasasti dated 1104 A. D. A 
fragment of an unpublished pra§asti found in the Mahakala 
temple at Ujjain was also his composition (Luard and Lele p. 
29). In the Bhoja-Sala at Dhar and in Uma and Mahakala 
temples at Uijain inscriptions have been found in serpentine 
form giving the Sanskrit noun and verb terminations of Panini 
accompanied by verses containing the names of Udayaditya and 
Harvarman and making punning allusions to their valour and 
learning."-' It appears that these were used in teaching in the 
schools at Dhar and Uh'ain. 

IJdayaditya’s youngest son Jagadeva was a most chival- 
rous young prince and stories of his exploits in Gujarat in the 
service of Chalukya kings and in other places including his 
own native land are told by Prabandbakaras which may or may 
hot be true. But history cannot proceed without recording his 

name and his legendary career of adventure. 

/ 

I ^ ^ ll ( Luard aud Lele'p. 30 ) 
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Narvannan like his father Udayaditya and like Bhoja 
himself was a devotee of Siva but they were all tolerant of 
other religions, especially Jainism which was then spreading in 
Gujarat and Malwa and whose teachers were indeed powerful 
disputants. Disputations were often held before Naravarman 
between Jain Pandits and Hindu orthodox Pandits. One such 
disputation is described as held at Mahakala temple itself 
between Jain muni Ratnasuri and a Saivite teacher named 
Vidyasivavadin. In such disputations it appears that the Jain 
pandits usually got the upperhand which led to their influencing 
the kings themselves before whom they were^ held. The 
Paramara kings, however, remained devotees of Siva through- 
out and ISTaravarman, though an admirer of Jain scholars and 
respectfully referred to by Jain writers, was never converted to 
Jainism (Luard and Lele p. 31). 

Haravarman reigned till 1133 A. D. and he was succeeded 
by his son Yasovarmadeva who has left a grant dated V. -S. 

f 

1190 made on the first anniversary Sraddha of his father. 
Malwa and Gujarat were enemies since long and fights had 
been going on between them since the days of Naravarman but 
in the reign of Jayasinha Siddharaja the power of Gujarat 
increased and Ya^ovarman was towards the end of his reign 
vanquished in battle by him and taken prisoner with his 
family. He is said to have been kept in a wooden cage in 
Anahilwad. This fact stated at length by many Prabandha- 
Karas seems to be true as it is mentioned in an inscription of 
Jayasinha himself (Ind. Ant. X p. 159). He annexed Malwa to 
his dominion and sent a J ain minister to govern the country. 
He is usually also called Avantinatha in Ohalukya inscriptions 
which proves that a large part of Malwa with XJjjain and Dhar 
was in possession of the Chalukyas for some time. At length 
Ya^ovarman contrived to escape from his prison and with the 
aid of a Chauhan king of Ajmer regained a part of his 
dominions. And he succeeded in making his peace with 
Jayasinha. The latter died in 1142 A. D. and YaSovarman 
also died soon after. Ya^ovarman thus ruled from about 1133 
to 1143 A. D. and in his time the power of Malwa finally 
declined. His mother was Mamaladevi a Ohedi princess in 
memory of whom Ya^ovarman made a grant in 1134 A, 1) 
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has been found. Ifc grants the village of Eeghva a few 
miles east of Tikari in Dhar state (Luard and Lele p. 34). 

Yasovarmadeva was succeeded by Jayavarman and in 
his reign Malwa was again conquered by Gujarat, when the 
j famous Kumarapala had established his power there after con- 
quering his foes. A king Ballaladeva of kialv/a is mentioned 
by Prabandhakaras as assisting these foes and Kumarapala 
liad his head cut off and suspended at the gate of his palace. 
The Vadnagar Prasasti of Kumarapala mentions this fact but 
does not give the name Ballaladeva. Who this king was has 
not been ascertained, but he is believed not to be a Paramara 
of Bhoja’s family. Keilhorn suggests that during the time of 
Yasovarman’s captivity some portions of Malwa might have 
been taken possession of by adventurers. But we can give 
another explanation and it is this viz : that Ballaladeva must be 
another name of Jayavarman himself. For we do not think it 
possible that the kings of Gujarat or other countries would 
recognise an usurper who did not belong to the family of 
Bhoja as king of Malvv'a or would take credit for destroying an 
usurper, as they distinctly do."^- It seems, therefore, probable that 
Jayavarman was himself captured in the battle with Kumarapala 
At this time of trouble and defeat Jay asinha’s youngest brother 
Lakshmivarman set up his authority in the hilly parts of Eastern 
Malv/a from Bhopal to Hoshangabad by his own prowess and 
called himself Mahakumara. The epithet Samadhigata-pancha- 
mahasabda used by him no doubt shows that he did not pretend 
to be an independent king but that he was a Samanta of Malwa. 
Yet he had obtained his power not by gift but by the sword as 
expressly stated in inscriptions of this branch (Ind. Ant. XIX), 
For this reason v/e do not think that the words, interregnum 
and dual rule, used by Col. Luard and Mr. Lele in their account 
of this period properly apply to the situation of Malwa at this 
time. In Jayavarman’s time much of Malwa went into the 
possession of Gujarat and after his death or his ceasing to rule 
a portion of the dominion of Malwa was appropriated by 


The wording in the Vadnagar Prasasti is I 

and in Abu record Ur^iT 

(Ep. Ind. VIII p. 2.U\ 
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Lakshmivarman. When Jayavarman ceased to rule and how 
is not clear. Eielhorn surmises that he v/as deposed by his 
younger brother Aiayavarman. But as suggested above, it is 
nrobabie that he was taken prisoner in his conflict with 
Eiimarapala and eventually beheaded by Yasodhavala ofl^ 
Chandra vatL In view of the sadness of his death the expression 
“ Eajye -vyatite ” is probably knowingly used by inscription, 
writers. It is at least certain that the cessation of his rule was 
strange. He appears to have, ceased to rule sometime before 
1063 A. D., the date of Lakshmivarman’s grant (Ind. Ant. XYIII 
p. 25-i and XIX) and probably soon after 1043 A. D- 

It seems also probable that Yasovarman had three sons 
Jayavarman, Ajayavarman and Lakshmivarman. When 
Jayavarman ceased to rule, Ajayavarman normally became the 
ruler of Malwa and his titles are the usual P. B., Maharaja- 
dliiraja Parmesvara and Lakshmivarman who set up /for 
himself a principality by his own valour about Bhopal and 
Hoshangabad took the titles of a Samanta as stated above. 
These tv^o lines continued for about three generations and they 
eventually united under Devapaladeva as we shall presently 
see. We do not think, however, that this was a dual rule as the 
latter family, though nominally, acknowledged the supremacy, 
of the family of Ajayavarman by contenting itself with the 
titles of a Samanta, 

Ajayavarman, the lineal representative of the kings of 
Malwa and ruling in the country round Phar, the capital of 
Malvfa since the time of Bhoja, is known only from the records 
left by his successors. We know nothing about him, but we may 
be certain that these records establish his identity as a differ- 
ent king from Jayavarman which is sometimes doubted. In 
Sanskrit especially where sandhis declare correctly the words 
employed, while in Lakshmlvcrman’s documents we distinctly 
read the name Jayavarman, in Yindhyavarman’s record we 
distinctly read the name Ajayavarman. Why the former does 
not mention Ajayavarman is to-be explained by the fact that 
Lakshmivarman seems to have set up his principality in the 
days of Jayavarman and perhaps by his acquiescence. Ajaya- 
varinaii continued the main line for some time and he was 
followed by his son Yindhyavarman who seems to have 
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recovered much of the ancestral territory. From an inscription 
in the famous Udepur Siva temple we knovv' ,that part of the 
country was in the possession of Kumarapala of Gujarat on 
12th December 1163 on which day on the occasion of a lunar 
/eclipse he made a grant (Ind. Ant. XVIII p. 343). His representa- 
tive or viceroy was Maha Rajaputra Sri Vasantapala. There 
is another grant recorded by Chahada, probably his successor 
in office, in 1166 A. D. and a third grant still by Ajayapaladeva 
of Gujarat in 1173 A. D. of a village in Bhaillaswami (Bhelsa) 
district. Vindhyavafman appears to have regained possession 
after Ajayapala of Gujarat whose reign ended in 1176, as 
Ajayapala’s inscription at Udepur dated 1173 (Ind. Ant. XVIII) 
shov/s that he still had power in Eastern Malwa. Ajayapala’s 
successor was a minor and in his reign Malwa probably 
fully reverted to the Paramaras. Vindhyavarman is described 
as a great warrior in a grant of Arjunavarman, his grandson, 
dated 1215. He certainly had possession of Mandugadh the 
fortress of Dhar (Mandapadurga), where an unpublished 
inscription shows that he had a minister named Bilhana 
(Luard and Lele p. 37) who was a poet,* This shows that this 
king was a patron of poets. This hereditary tendency of this 
king is also referred to by the Jain writer Asadhara of 
whom we shall presently give further particulars. Vindhya- 
varman ruled from about 1160 to about 1180 (Luard and Lele 
p. 58) and he was succeeded by his son Subhatavarman. He 
also was a powerful king and further restored the power of 
Malwa. He seems to have not only recovered his possessions 
but even led an expedition against Gujarat.f A Yadava 
king of Devagiri is said to have conquered Malwa but 
probably this was an unimportant victory. Subhatavarman’s 
reign is given by Col. Luard and Mr. Lele as extending from 
1180 to 1210 A. D. He was succeeded by Arjunavarmadeva 
whose grants issued from Mandapadurga (Mandu), Bhrigu- 
kachchha (Broach) and Amaresvara (Mandhata) on the H erbu dda 
•have been found, dated respectively 1211, 1213 and 1215 A. ■ D. 
He is said to have defeated Jayasinha II king -of Gujarat and 
a drama composed by a court-poet on this victory and in- 

* whs: I n 

f See Ep. Ind, IX p. 108 
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soribed on slabs has been found at Dbar by Mr. Lele, used in 
the Kamala Maula mosque. The drama has been deciphered 
and edited in Bp. Ind. VIII. It was composed by Madana a Gauda 
Brahmin who was a pupil of -Asadhara ' the Jain pandit and 
was guru of the king. The drama was acted in the Sarasvatl-V 
bhuvana on the occasion of a spring festival. This drama 
describes Arjunavarman as an incarnation of Bhoja himself 
which praise appears to be well-deserved as Arjunadeva was 
not only a patron of poets but was himself a poet and an 
author.* Rasikasanjivanl, a commentary oh the Amaru^ataka is 
one of his known works. He is said to have also written commen- 
taries on the works of Bhoja. He thus seems to have been brave, 
learned and liberal like his ancestor Bhoja and like him he seems 
to have been fortunate also ; for the glory of Malwa departed after 
his death, which must have occurred about 1316 A. D. as his 
successor’s record dated 1318 A. D. has been found. 

This successor was Devapalavarman, a grandson of 
Lakshmivarman of the collateral line, Arjunavarman probably 
dying childless. The Jain Pandit ASadhara lived during his 
reign also, as he says he finished his TriSashtismriti in 1335 
A. D. in the reign of this king and he lived on during the 
reign of the next king Jayatungadeva also as he says he 
composed his commentary on Dharmamrita, a work of his own, 
in 1344 A. D. during his reign. Devapaladeva, therefore, may 
safely be taken to have ruled from 1316 to 1340 A. D. 
(Col. Luard and Lele). 

It is thus during this reign that Altamash raided Malwa 
and destroyed the temple of Mahakala at Ujiain in 1335 A. D. 
Malwa was not finally subjected to Mahomedan rule till many 
years after this event and descendants of Devapala ruled in 
Malwa viz: 1 Jayatungadeva (1340-1356), 3 Jayavarman(1356“ 
1361’), 3 Jayasinha (1361-1380), 4 Bhoja II (1380-1301) and 5 
Jayasinha whose inscription dated 1309 A. D. has been found 
atIJdepur. Malwa was finally reduced about this time by 
Ain-ul-mulk a governor from Delhi whc- reduced Chanderi, 
IJjiain, Dhar and Mandu (Luard and Lele). Thus ended the 

Ep. Ind, ,7X p, 108, 
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great' Paramara line of Malwa after a brilliant career of 
four centuries. The present representative of the Paramaras 
are in Malwa the princes of Rajgadh and Warasinggadh of 
Umatwada ( Bhopal agency) and the chief of Bijolia in Mewad 
( Gaurishankar Ojha in Tod’s Rajastan ). 

It remains to shortly notice the branch line started by 
Lakshmivarman in about 1144, at the time of JayavarmaiTs 
death or ceasing to rule. His son Mahakumara Harisohan- 
dra has left a grant dated 1178 A. D. and a grant of Udayavar- 
man his son dated 1200 A. D. has been found. His son Deva- 
paladeva became king of Malwa as stated above. The grants 
of this line were issued from near Bhopal and Hoshangabad in 
which parts of Malwa it appears to have ruled. Malwa usually 
comprised all the territory from the Nerbudda northwards, the 
Vindhya range and the plateau beyond as far north as Mandsaur 
and from Bhopal in the east to about Dohad in the west. 
Sometimes there was a diminution of this territory and some- 
times an extension southwards as far as the Tapti ; Berar and 
part of C, P. including Nagpur was also sometimes possessed 
by the Paramaras, 


The genealogy of the family from Bhoja is as follows with 
known dates (Kielhorn’s genealogies in Ep. Ind. VIII ), 

1 Bhoja 1021 (c. 1010 to 1055) 

2 Jayasinha 1055 (o. 105iS to 1059) 

3 Udayaditya a relative (o. 1059 to 1080) 

4 Lakshmadeva (o. 1081 to 1104) 

5 Naravarman brother, m. Momatadevi, 1104 and 1107 

1 (c. 1104 to 1133) 

6 Yasovarman 1134, 1135 (c. 1133 to 1142) 


7 Jayavarman 
1143 (c. 1142-1144) 



8,Aiayavarman 
(c. 1144-1160) 

I 

9 Vindhyavarman 
(c. 1160-1180) 

10 Suiihatavarman 
(c. 1180-1210) 

11 Arjunavarman 


Lakshmivarman 

Harisohandra 

(1178-1179) 

Udayavaraman 1200 

I 

12 Devapala 1218,3229,1232 
(c. 1216-1240) 


1211, 1212, 1215 (c. 1210-1216) 


23 
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Thus 12 kings ruled from about 1010 A. D. to 1240 A. D. 
giving an average for each reign of nearly {^-) 20 years the 
usual rate for Indian kingly families. 

It may lastly be noted that among these kings Jayasinha 
son of Bhoja was unfortunate and had only a short reign, being 
tossed between Karna and Karnata ; while more unfortunate 
was Ya^ovarman who was defeated, imprisoned and kept in a 
cage by Jayasinha Sidhharaja of Gujarat and Jayavarman 
was the most unfortunate as he was not only defeated and 
taken prisoner by Kumarapala but his head was cut off 
and suspended at the gate of his palace. This treatment of 
Malwa kings by Gujarat no doubt struck terror in other 
kings’ hearts* as stated in Vadnagar Pra^asti of Kumara- 
pala ; but it was certainly unlike, and unworthy of, Indian 
kings as we shall show later on and was probably borrowed 
from Mahomedan methods of treating captive monarchs. 



CHAPTER V. 


THE CHANDELLAS OF BUHDELKHAND. 

The Chandratreya or Chandella Kshatriya family of Bundel- 
khand continued to flourish in this sub-period also { 1000-1200 
A. D. ), though not with greater glory than before yet with the 
same vigour as in the preceding century (See Vol. 11). The 
name of the family was a gotra name which was the ancient 
rule among Brahmins and probably among Kshatriyas also, 
the name being derived from the gotra ancestor Chandratreya 
as Parasara is the name of a Brahmin family descended from 
Para^ara, much like Peterson and Johnson among the English 
people. This kingdom is well described by Al-Beruni who men- 
tions the two most important fortresses in it, Kalahjara and 
Gwalior and also gives its capital, Khajuraho ; and other Arab 
writers call its king Ohandrarai which plainly is their Hindi 
name Chandra used even by Chanda Bardai. 

The greatest king in this family was Dhanga the ruler in 
Bundelkhand at the end of the preceding sub-period. Indeed 
he was so powerful and well-known that his aid was sought by 
Jaipal of Lahore against Sabuktagin and inscriptions of the 
Chandella family declare that he was the equal of Hammira 
( Amir). It may be noted that inscription-writers, though they 
may exaggerate, rarely descend to falsehood and, as we have 
shown elsewhere, in the battle fought beyond the Indus by the 
combined Hindu forces against Sabuktagin, the result was 
victory for neither side and when Dhanga is described as equal 
to' Amir, there is no falsehood in the declaration. Dhanga in 
extreme old age ( about 100 years ) burnt himself on a pyre of 
cow-dung cakes at the holy confluence of the Ganges and the 
Jumna at Prayaga. 

Dhanga was succeeded by his son Ganda who was an equally 
powerful king also. He is said to have again given aid to 
Anandapala son of Jaipal in his fight with Mahmud. In this 
battle the Hindus were undoubtedly worsted. The course of 
events in this struggle of the Chandella family with Mahmud 
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we have described elsewhere. Ganda may be said to have 
come to the throne in 1000 A. D. and to have ruled till about 
1023 as two inscriptions of his dated 1002 and 1022 A D. have 
been found. We have a detailed account about the kings of 
this family in Sir Vincent Smith’s article on the Ohande-llas in 
Ind. Ant. XXXVII and we take dates and facts from it with 
such additions here and there as we think necessary from the 
original records of the Ohandellas and of others. The capital 
of the kingdom appears to be Mahoba henceforward. 

Ganda was succeeded by his son Vidyadhara who ruled for 
a short time only ( 1025-1030 ). As crown prince he is recorded 
to have invaded Kanauj and defeated in battle RajyapSla who 
had disgraced the Rajput name by submitting to Mahmud and 
accepting his overlordship. A Kachchapaghata record shows 
that in this war he was assisted by his vassal king Arjunadeva 
of Dubhkund ( in Gwalior ) who is credited with having cut 
Rajyapala’s throat with arrows*. This established the fame of 
Vidyadhara as a warrior and a mutilated record of his states 
that he was served even by Bhoja ( of Malwa ) and the Eala- 
churi king as he lay in bed. Probably Bhoja and Gangeya, 
both powerful kings of the time, were leagued with him in the 
task of opposing the Turks and driving them out of middle 
India where they must have remained to assist and overawe 
Rajyapala king-emperor of Kanaujt. It appears very probable 
that noted Hindu kings of the time led by the Chandella king 
Vidyadhara attacked the Kanauj king who had humbled himself 
before the Turks who kept a contingent of theirs to protect 
him. The Chandella country was contiguous to that of Kanauj 
and Vidyadhara properly enough was the leader of the 
confederacy. The epithet Talpabhaja shows that he lay on his 




(Bp. Ind, n p. 287 ). 


t The wording in {his inscription { Ep. Ind. I p. 222 ) is very important though 

somewhat obscnre....l?lf^^^VIW^ 1 

II There is possibly a mistake in reading sffsnT!* It ought to be 
(of finished intellect). The word Praudha can scarcely mean anything with 
the word Bht. The writer seems to suggest that even such a learned king as Bhoja 
acted as a pupil to this teacher in battle, together with Gangeya the famous KulaChun 
king of Tripura, 



THE CHANDELLAS OF BUNDELKHAND 181 

coucli and sent his general and feudatory the Kachohapaghata 
king of Gwalior. Probably both Bhoja and Gangeya merely sent 
contigents in this war which acted under the orders of Vidyadhara. 

Vidyadhara was followed by Yiiayapala who also had a 
short reign from 1030 to about 1040 (Smith) and he was followed 
by his elder son Devavarman. He reigned long from 1040 to 
1060 and an inscription of his dated 1051 A. D. has been found 
(Ind. Ant. XVI p. 205). In this record Devavarman calls 
himself Lord of Ealanjara,"! taking the usual epithets of an 
independent king Paramabhattaraka etc. and maizes a grant in 
a Samvatsarika ( yearly sraddha ) of his mother BhuvanadevI 
from his camp at Saharvasa. 

Devavarman was succeeded by his brother Klrtivarman 
who had a longer regin and a greater fame. He reigned for 
forty years from 1060 to 1100, two inscriptions of his having 
been found one dated 1098 and the other an undated one which 
mentions Ganda, Vidyadhara contemporary of Bhoja, Vijaya- 
pala contemporary of Gangeya, and Devavarman contemporary 
• of Earna. Earna of Tripur was the most powerful king of the 
Ohedi line and had defeated and driven Eirtivarman from his 
kingdom. But eventually the latter with the help of a 
Brahmin general named Gopala defeated Earna “ who had 
destroyed many princes” and regained his kingdom. This 
great victory is immortalised by the Prabodhachandrodaya 
drama composed by Erishnamisra and acted before the king 
about 1065. It is a drama based on Vedanta philosophy, all the 
Dramatis Personce therein being allegorical representations of 
knowledge, devotion etc. Eirtivarman also signalised his reign 
by striking the first Ohandella coins. The form was copied 
from the coins of Gangeya, the image of Hanuman being 
substituted for that of LakshmI. Hanuman is not the tutelary 
deity of the Chandellas but was apparently their favourite 
deity; for we find an inscription of the Ohandellas on the 
pedestal of a Hanuman idol at Ehajuraho. An inscription at 
Devagadh dated 1098 A. D. has been found (Ind. Ant. XVIII 
p. 238) which was recorded by his minister Vatsaraja who took 
the commanding fort of Devagadh from the Chedis, situated 
in a picturesque range of hills to the east of the present 
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Lalitpur district (Smith). This inscription shows that 
Klrtivarman’s reign must have extended beyond 1098 A. D. 

Kirtivarman was succeeded by his son Sallakshana who 
had a short reign from 1100 to 1110 ; it is recorded of him 
that he plundered the wealth of Malwa and Chedi (Ep. I, 327) ; 
and he was followed by his son Jayavarman who had also a i 
short and uneventful reign from 1 110 to 1120. An inscription 
dated 1117 is mentioned against him by Kielhorn in his genea- 
logies (Ep. Ind. VIII). But this is a mere re-recording of a 
PraSasti of his famous ancestor Dhanga by his Gaud Kayastha 
writer (Ep. Ind. I p. 147). Jayavarman had no son and he was 
succeeded by his uncle Prithvivarman younger son of Klrti- 
varman and he naturally had a short reign from 1120 to 1125. 
All these three kings issued gold and silver coins which have 
been found, a copper coin of the last being also found. 

We now come to the reign" of the next illustrious king 
of the Chandella family namely Madanavarman son of 
Prithvivarman. He reigned long and vigorously from 1125' 
to 1165 A. D. Eight inscriptions dating from 1129 to 1162 are 
mentioned against his name by Kielhorn (Ep, Ind. VIII). 
According to Ohand Bardai he defeated Siddharaja Jayasinha 
a famous king of Gujarat, while ^Gujarat chroniclers declare 
that he gave tribute to the latter. But they add the interesting 
story that even when Jayasinha arrived at his capital, 
Madanavarman remained so unconcerned that he did not stir 
from his pleasure garden. When informers told him of the 
arrival of Siddharaja, he merely said “the money-grabbing man 
wants some-money; give him something”. Siddharaja was struck 
with the character of Madanavarman and personally visited 
him in his pleasure garden wheid Madanavarman entertained 
him at a banquet. An inscription of Madana at Kalanjara, 
however, suggests that he defeated the Gujarat king. He is 
also said to have defeated Malwa and Chedi kings and to be in 
friendly relations with the king of Benares, the Gahadavala of 
Kanauj. Madanavarman built a tank at Mahoba with 
temples on its bank now kndwn as Madanasagara. In fact most 
Chandella kings built stupendous and splendid tanks and 
temples which we will notice in a note. Madanavarman also 
struck gold and silver coins which have been found in plenty. 
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As. usual with kiugs reigning long, his elder son Pratapa- 
varman died before him and even his younger son Yasovarman 
died and did not reign and Madana was succeeded by his 
grandson (Ya^ovarman’s son) Paramardideva or Pa,ramala as 
'he is commonly known v/ho wms the iast famous king of the 
Chandella line. He reigned long from 1165 to 1203, His 
name is a household name in Bundelkhand together with 
the names of his v/arrior Sardars, Alha and Udalha of the 
Banaphara clan of Rajaputs, who sacrificed their lives for him 
in his war with Prithviraja Chauhan. The valorous and 
patriotic deeds of Alha and XJdhala are sung by Chand Bardai 
in the Mahoba Khanda of Prithviraja Rasa. They were killed 
fighting and Paramala was defeated by Prthviraja in the battle 
fought at Sisragadh on the Pahuj which is a tributary of 
the Kalisindh. Prithviraja occupied Mahoba and left his sardar 
Pajjun in charge of it. This event is confirmed by an inscription 
of Prithviraja recorded at Madanapura a tovrn founded by 
Madanavarman. But Chanda’s account of Samarajit a son of 
Paramardin driving out Pajjun seems to be a fiction, since 
inscriptions show that Paramardin was succeeded by his son 
Trailokyavarman. (Perhaps Samarajit was another son of 
Paramardin probably younger ). 

Paramardin’s defeat by Prithviraja must not have been 
serious according to Smith as he was able to oppose Kutub- 
uddin when the latter invaded his kingdom in 1203 A. D. 
But Prithviraja’s fight with Paramardin was in 1182 and 
Paramardin must have recovered himself during the period of 20 
years which intervened. Paramardin’s power was, however, in 
our view, greatly crippled by this attack of Prithviraja which 
may be looked upon as a blunder and which caused the 
national disaster, as we shall elsewhere show, the Chandellas 
being one of the foremost Eshatriya clans in India* Paramardin 
opposed Kutubuddin and retired into the fortress of Kalanjar. 
Mahomedan historians relate that he eventually submitted 
and offered certain terms of submission such as payment of 
tribute and surrender of forts and elephants. But he died 
before these terms were put into execution and his general 
Ajapala thought that he was strong enough to continue 
Resistance and that Paramardin had unnecessarily submitted. 
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The siege of Kalanjar, therefore, went on. Ajapala had eventuall 
to surrender in consequence of a draught. The tanks on the for 
were all dry and the garrison unconditionally surrendered an 
vralked out in enfeebled condition. Kutubuddin annexed th 
kingdom and returned to Delhi after appointing a governo 
for the province. Thus closed the glorious career of th 
Ohandella line of which Parniardin was the last and no 
the least king. 

So many as seven inscriptions are mentioned against th 
name of Paramardin by Eielhorn (Ep. Ind. VIII) dating fro 
1167 to 1201. One more grant of Paramardin dated 1.173 i 
since available (Ep. Ind. XVI) which mentions only two king 
before him Prithvivarman and Madanavarman. On referrin 
to these records we find that he was not only a great dono. 
giving many villages to numerous Brahmins (Ep. Ind. I 
p. 170) but was also a patron of learned men. In the, inscrip- 
tion edited at p. 209 Ep. Ind. I the praise bestowed upon him 
is worth .noticing. “ There was no trace of any quarrel under 
his rule for he brought about friendship even between the 
goddess of learning and the goddess of wealth.* The prosperity 
of the country is also well described, a fact to which rarely a 
reference is made in inscriptions.! This inscription is dated 
1195, thirteen years after Paramardin’s defeat by Prithvlraja. 

Although the glory of the Ohandella line ended with 
Paramardin, it continued to rule in Bundelkhand for a long time 
after him. His successor Trailokyavarman is described in an 
inscription of his son Viravarman as the “ uplifter of the land 
from the ocean of distress caused by the Turks. ” There is no 
doubt that he drove out the Turks from the fort of Kalanjar 
and regained possession of it together with a large portion of 
the former territory of the Ghandellas (Ep. Ind. I p. 327).! The 
recapture of the fort is also attested by inscriptions on the fort 
(Smith). Trailokyavarman seems to have reigned long from 
1203 to 1245. He was succeeded by his son Viravarman many 
of whose inscriptions have been found (Kielhorn gives five 
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dating from 1251 to 1286). In the inscription noted above 
(Ep. Ind. I p. 327) dated 1261 he is said to have married a 
princess named Ealyanadevi of Dadhicha family of Rajputs 
(who are called Dahimas a gotra name again) and she built a 
a well where the inscription was recorded. We do not know 
the extent of the territory which this king ruled though it seems 
that in Madanavarman’s time it extended south as far as 
Bhaillasvamin or Bhelsa (Ind- Ant. XVI p. 208). Ylravarman 
was succeeded by Bhojavarman two of whose inscriptions have 
been found, one dated 1288 A. D. We get no glimpse of the 
Chandellas hereafter till we come to Kiratasena who opposed 
Shershah and finally to the valorous queen Durgavatl who 
opposed Akbar’s generals and died on the field of battle as 
noticed in Vol. II (p. 133). The present representatives of the 
Chandellas of Bundelkhand are the well-known Maharajas of 
Gidhaur in Bengal. 

GENEALOGY OF THE CHANDELLAS OF MAHOBA. 

I Ga^da (o. 1000-1020) Ins. 1002, 19, 20 

I 

II Vidyadhara (o. 1020-1030) 

III VijayapSla (o. 1030-1040) 
m. Bhuvanadevi 

! 

IV Devavarman Ins. 1051 V Kirtivarman Ins, 1098 

( 0 . 1040-1060) (c. 1060-1100) 

VI Sallaksha^ia VIII Prithvlvarman (c. 1120-1125) 

1 (c. 1100-1110) 

VII Jayavarman Ins. 1117 

(c. 1110-1120 

IX Madanavarman Ins. 1129, 30, 31, 39, 51, 55, 68, 62 
(c. 1125-1165) 

I 

_ 1 ’ ^1 

. Pratapavarman Yasovarman 

X Paramardideva Ins. 1167, 68, 71, 82, 84, 95 and 1201 
' I (c. 1165-1203) 

XI Trailokyavarman Ins. 1212 (1203-1245) 

XII Viravarman ra. Kalyanadevi (c. 1245-1287) 

Ins. 1261, 62, 62, 68, 81, 86 

XIII Bhojavarman Ins. 1288 

2 



NOTE KHAJURAHO AND MAHOBA. 

( From Sir V. Smitli’s article in I. A| XXXVII ) 

Kbajuraho the former capital of the Chandellas is an insignificant village 
now to the south of Mahoba in Chhatarpur State. The still more ancient 
capital of Bundelkhand or Jajhoti ( Jijaka-Bhukti ) mentioned by Hiuen 
Tsang was Eran in Saugar District.* The boundaries of Jajhoti can be de- 
fined even now by the habitat of Jajhotia Brahmins, ( As will be stated 
later on, Brahmins, from about the twelfth century, came to be divided into 
sections called after the land in which they resided ; and Brahmins 
residing in Jajhoti were called Jajhotia as those residing in the Chedi 
country were called Tiwari from Tiwar its capital and, those residing 
in Kanauj were called Eanojia). Ehajuraho capital of Bundelkhand in the 
11th century was out of the way of Mahomedan invasions, Mahoba being 
the capital in the 11th and 12th centuries ; and hence fortunately, so to 
speak, its superb and stupendous temples still stand intact, exhibiting the 
wonderful art of that period and the prosperity and religious zeal of the 
Chandella kings. The largest temple in Khajuraho is the Kandaria 
Mahadeva temple built by Dhanga and next to it come the Visvanatha and 

Lalji temples built by the same king and the Ramcbandra temple built by 
his father Ya^ovarman. Two Jain temples also built in the same period 
are noteworthy. Devi Jagadambi and Kunvar Math are among the best. 
These temples of Khajuraho “ the finest in Northern India ” are worthy of 
admiration for their harmonious design, massive dimensions and rich 
decoration. They are all remarkable for their curvilinear steeple which is 
raised without support of pillars. 

At Mahoba also which became the capital of the Chandellas in 
this sub-period there are many remarkable structures. Especially Mahoba^, 
is distinguished for its many lakes built by many Chandella kings even in 
the second sub-period. Rahilyasagar was built by Rahila in the former, 
and Kiratsagar was built by Eirtivarman in this sub-period. The great 
lake called Madanasagar with the two fine granite temples on its 
bank and Kankaria Math were built by Madanavarman. Mahoba is a 
Tahsil town in the Banda district and can be reached from a station on the 
Jhansi-Manikpur line. 

There were many notable forts in the Chandella territory and Al-Beruni 
has mentioned the two most important, Gwalior and Kalanjar. Kalanjar 
is an ancient fort and holy place noted as a sacred sthana of Siva from the 
days of the Mahabharata. The wall surmounting the steep sides of tbe hill 
and the many strong gates placed at different places in the ascent are very 
ancient. Ajayagadh is another fortified place to which Trailofcyavarman 
retired when Kalanjar was for a tiihe taken by the Mahomedans. There 

are many inscriptions both at Kalanjar and at Ajayagadh. 


® This is doubted by Hiralql iu his paper at the Madras Oriental Conference (1924). 


GHA.PTER Vi, 


THE KALACHuRr HAIHAYAS OF CHEDL 

The third important Rajput family which flourished in the 
previous sub-period and rose to greater power and renown in 
this sub-period (1000-1200) was the Kalachuri Haihaya family 
of Chedl. This family as stated in Vol. II p. 137 was a pure 
Vifelhknown Eshatriya family and not a newly created Ksha- 
triya family as some suppose. It belonged to the lunar race 
and was believed to be descended from Sahasrarjuna of Mahi- 
shmati, well-known in Puranas for conquering even Ravana, as 
is distinctly mentioned in Ohedi inscriptions even of this period. 
Indeed in one inscription (Ind. Ant. XVIII p. 216) their gotra 
Atreya is given which is an unusual thing for inscriptions of 
this period. This shows that this family was very orthodox 
and religious as indeed its history also shows, Its tutelary god, 
as usual with Rajputs, was Siva. Its capital was Tripura near 
Jubbulpur and Tripura or Tiwari Brahmins are a distinct well- 
known sub-caste of the Brahmins of Northern India. 

Gahgeya was the king of this family ruling in Tripura 
about the beginning of this sub-period. His date of accession is 
given as 1020 A. D. in Vol. II computed from the average of 20 
years for each king but he may have come to the throne' much 
earlier. He was the most illustrious ruler of this line. He struck 
numerous coins of gold, silver and copper which are still found 
in numbers. Curiously enough his coins alone are found and 
none of his successors. Their style was copied by neigh- 
bouring kings and even ’ hy Muhammad Ghori (Gauri- 
shankar’s Tod ). He made extensive conquests, taking 
advantage of the fallen condition of the Pratihara emperors of 
Kanauj. The eastern 'dominions of Kanauj must thus have 
fallen away and been taken possession of by Gahgeya and 
Benares was in his possession ( Elliot II Baihaki p. 129 ) as 
stated before when Maltagin raided it. Probably he even 
conquered Telangana(Trikalinga) of the Eastern Chalukyas who 
had now been supplanted by the Oholas. He had a fight with 
Bhoja of Malwa in which he was apparently worsted though 
neither Parami-ra nor Ohedi inscriptions mention this event* 
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He does not appear to have been molested by Mahmud of 
Ghazni whose raids extended as far asKalangar of the Chandellas 
and did not probably go beyond ; though Gahgeya’s fame was 
so great that his name is mentioned by Al-Beruni. In Chedi 
inscriptions nothing particular is recorded about him but he is 
usually styled Vikramaditya (Ep. Ind. II p. 3). His one 
inscription found is dated 1037 A. D. (Kielhorn Ep. Ind. VIII) 
and he must have died about 1038 A. H. Inscriptions state 
that he retired in old age, resided at Prayaga and died there, 
one hundred queens burning themselves on his pyre as satis. 
This is probably an exaggeration but the fact is mentioned in 
a Chedi inscription (Ep. Ind. II p. 3). 

He was succeeded by his son Karna who was a still 
greater king than he. His conquests were more extensive and 
his dominion extended into Bihar beyond Benares in which 
city he built a temple named Karnameru. He is often styled 
Lord of Trikalihga (Ep. Ind. II p. 305) in inscriptions of the 
Chedi family and he appears to have conquered large portions 
of Telahgana from the Cholas. He founded the town named 
Karnavati (now the village Karnabel close to Tewar) and gave 
it to Brahmins learned in the Vedas (Ep. Ind. II p* 3). He 
conquered many kings and the list as usual includes Chola, 
Pandya, Murala, Ahga, Vanga, Kalihga etc. and he is said to 
have devastated Champaranya (Ep. Ind. II p. 10). Kielhorn 
thought that Champarnya was some minor place in C. P, but 
Mr. Jayaswal has rightly shown that it is the ordinary 
Champaranya of Bihar and Karna’s conquest extended as far 
as that place (Journal Bihar and Orissa 1924). He was waited 
upon by 136 princes ( Gauri^hanker’s Tod). His overruning 
Malwa after the death of Bhoja and driving away his son has 
already been mentioned. This fact is noted in the Paramara 
Hagpur Pra^asti but strangely enough is not mentioned in any 
Chedi inscription. Probably Malwa was not long retained by 
him, being regained by Udayaditya and there is thus no 
mention of this victory in Chedi records. 

Another inscription ' (Ind. Ant. XVIII p. 316) a hundred 
years after him gives the names of his opponents conquered in the. 
south as Chola and Konga, in the east Huna and Gauda and in 
the north (^urjara and Kira carrying his conquests as far north as 
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the Himalayas. It seems, however, really probable that Earna in 
the north defeated the Gurjara or Pratihara emperor who was 
an ally of the Turks and drove the Turks out of the country. 
This fact appears clearly from the way in which Earna’s name 
is mentioned in an inscription of the Gahadavalas already 
■ noted (Ind. Ant. XIV p. 103). This evidence coming from the 
records of a foreign state is very valuable. “ When Bhoja 
went to heaven and when Earna remained only in renown and 
when the earth was being troubled, she found a refuge and 
protection in Chandradeva Gahadavala. ” We have already 
said that Bhoja here is Bhoja of Malwa and Earna is this 
Earna of the Chedis ; they had successively fought against 
the Turks and freed the middle land from their oppression, 
Bhoja from 1020 to 1040 A, D. and Earna probably from 1040 
to 1080 A. D. Chandradeva conquered Eanauj and supplanted 
the effete Pratihaias about that time. The words ' when the 
earth was troubled ’ must be referred to the trouble caused by 
constant raids of the Turks who having established their rule 
over the Panjab, from their capital Lahore, sent frequent 
incursions into middle India. A serious raid of this kind is 
recorded by Baihaki (who wrote in 1050 A. D.). He states that 
Ahmad Hailtagin, governor of Lahore, made a raid on Benares, 
a city to which even Mahmud had not gone and plundered the 
bazar in 1033 A. D. (Elliot Vol IL). The city was under Gahga 
i. e. Gahgeya ; but probably not completely. Earna finally took 
Benares into his possession and made incursions as far north 
as the Eira country on the slopes of the Himalayas and 
removed the oppression of the Turks. He also conquered 
Champaranya and Bihar as stated before. 

Like Bhoja whose illustrious example great kings tried to 
emulate, Earna was a patron of learned men also, a fact men- 
tioned incidentally in an: inscription. “His fame was greatly 
increased by poets who also enlightened his mind” ( Ind. Ant* 
XVIII p.216),* The names of these poets have not yet been known* 
Perhaps this fact has not attracted the attention of researchers. 

Earna is said to have reigned long and his reign is suppos- 
ed to have lasted into the 12th century; but from the verse 
above quoted in a Gahadavala grant, Earna was dead when 
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Chandradeva conquered Eanauj about 1090 A. D. We, there- 
fore, take his reign to extend from 1040 to 1080 A. D. He raised 
the Kalachuri line to the pinnacle of its glory and fortunately 
his son was worthy enough to carry the glory on. 

This son and successor Ya^ahkarna, born of Karna’s queen 
Avelladeyl a Huna princess, ruled long from 1080 to at least 
1124, two inscriptions of his found being dated 1120 and 1122 
A. D. He also ruled vigorously, for he is said to have defeated 
Andhra again which probably now means the Chola kings of 
the south, or the Gangas of Kalinganagara. He is even said to 
have worshiphed the Bhimesvara Siva temple in Andhra 
country on the mouth of the Godavari (B. I. II. p. 3), a fact 
stated in his own inscription also dated 1122 A. D. As the 
Gahadavalas had taken possession of Kanau], his dominion and 
influence in the north must have diminished. Govindachandra , 
in an inscription confirms a grant made by. him in 1120, show- 
ing that a portion of his northern territory was then in the 
possession of Kanauj. Kashi or Benares was certainly in the 
possession of Chandradeva as stated in his inscription. 
Lakshmadeva of Malwa is also said to have fought with him 
and defeated him. 

Yasahkarna was succeeded by his son Gayakarnadeva who 
also appears to have ruled long and vigorously as inscriptions 
show. He married Alhanadevi a princess of the Guhilot family 
of Mewad. An inscription recorded by her gives her pedigree 
as follows (Bheraghat inscription Bp. Ind. IL p. 10) : “ In the 
Gobhilagotra was Hansapala whose son was Yairisinha, whose 
son was Vijayasinha. He married SyamaladevI daughter of 
Udayaditya king of Dhara and their daughter was Alhanadevi.” 
This description is important in many respects. First, the Rajputs ' 
had begun to look upon their family or clan as gotra,. Gobhila 
being of eonrse Gohila. They probably began to count their 
Rishi gotra as of no importance, the theory being propounded 
that their Rishi gotra was the gotra of their Purohitas. The 
family namegotra is found in many inscriptions of this period. 
Secondly, the line of the Guhilot kings is correctly given as 
Hansapala, Yairisinha and Yijayasinha in Mewad chronicles 
and inscriptions, of which we had some doubt (see Ind. Ant. 
XVIIl p. 21^1). Tldi'diy, instead of Mewad, the word Pragvata 
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is here used. It is difficult to determine what Pragvata meant 
though unquestionably it included Malwa. Fourthly, Udaya- 
ditya Paramara was king of Malwa. He is said to be king of 
.Dhara which thus clearly appears to be in his possession. It is 
.lastly important to note that this Haihaya family of Chedi was 
considered of the best Eaiput blood as it had marriage relations 
with the Guhilots of Mevt^ad and the Paramaras of Malwa two 
best Rajput families and with Prithviraja Chauhan whose mother 
the queen of Somesvara was a Kalachuri princess, as will bb 
noted later on, probably a daughter of AlhanadevI herself or 
her son ATarasinhavarman. 

This inscription is dated 1155 A. D. and probably Alhana- 
devI was regent for her son Harasinhavarman. Yasahkarna’s 
rule ended about 1024 A. D. and Gayakarna’s rule ended about 
1054 A. D., his inscription found being dated 1151 (Int. Ant. XVIII 
p. 210). He was succeeded by his son Narasinhavarman, three 
inscriptions of whom have been found, dated 1155, 1158 and 
1169. He seems to have died young though his reign does not 
seem to have been without importance. For from the time of 
his inscriptions, the form of the title of Chedi kings appears to 
have changed. He and his successors call themselves “lords of 
•three kings Narapati, A^vapati and Gajapati by the power of 
their own arm.”'^^ They also call themselves VamadevapSda- 
nudyata which is wholly inexplicable as their ancestors are 
mentioned the same Gahgeya, Karna, Ya^ahkarna and Gaya- 
karna. It seems that the Chedi kings took the first title from 
Gahadavala kings of Kanauj who also use the same title in their 
inscriptions from about this time onv/ard(See Govindaohandra’s 
grant Ind. Ant. XV p.7 dated 1168). How it will be remembered 
that the Pratihara emperors of Kanauj were called Hayapatis, 
lords of horses and the kings of Bengal Gajapatis, lords of 
elephants (See Vol. II App. VI p. 349, 350). Prabably the kings 
of Andhra were called Harapatis or kings of men and v/hoever 
conquered these countries may claim the title, conqueror of 
three kings ASvapati, Gajapati and Harapati. The Gahada- 
valas had conquered Kanauj, Bengal and even Andhra and , so 
had the Che dis. They, therefore, both appear to have taken . 
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this title, bombastic though it clearly was. Narasinhavarman 
appears to have been brave and probably fought with Andhras 
only, though his ancestor Karna had undoubtedly conquered 
all the three Kanauj, Bengal and Andhra, Curiously enough 
this title does not appear in Karna’s inscriptions but first 
appears in that of his great-grandson Narasinha. 

Narasinha is called in his inscription dated 1159 (Ind. 
Ant. XVIII. p. 214) Dahaliya Maharaja which seems to suggest 
he was king of Bundelkhand or part of it at least. In his time 
a temple was constructed at a ghat near Kau^ambi on the 
Jumna upto which river his dominion may have extended. 

Narasinha may be taken to have ruled from 1152 to 1160 
and he was succeeded by his brother Jayasinha who takes the 
same title in his two inscriptions found dated 1175 and 77 A. D. 
Jayasihna ruled probably from 1160 to 1178 A. D. ; for in 1180 
we get an inscription of his son Vijayasinhavarman. Another 
inscription of his dated 1196 has been found (Ind. Ant. XVII .. 
p. 228, the exact date herein given is 27 Oct. 1195). Gaurishankar '‘• 
gives two more kings viz. Ajayasinha, a son of the last, men- 
. tioned indeed in Vijayapala’s inscription dated 1180 A. D., and 
Trailokyavarman whose inscription dated 1241 has been found. 
How this line ended does not appear. Probably it fell before 
Mahomedans in the days of Altamash or his successor. The 
seal of the family exhibits two elephants with the goddess 
Lakshml between them and their banner ensign was a bull. 


] 


GENEALOGY OF THE HAIHAYAS OF TRIPURA. 

1 Gangeya (c. 1010-1038) Ins. 1037 

2 Earna_(o. 1038-1080) Ins. 1042 

m. AveUaden Hu^a piincess 

3 Yasahkarna (o. 1080-1124) Ins. 1120, 1122 

4 Gayak^^a^ (o. 1124-1152) Ins. 1151 

m. Alhanadevi Guhilot princess 

1 


5 


Narasinha (o. 1152-1160) 
Ins. 1155, 1158, 1159 


\ 


6 Jayasinha 

(c. 1160-1180) Ins. 1175, 1177 
I 

7 Vijayasinha Ins. 1180, 1196 

(c. 1180-1198 A. D.) • 

8 Ajayasinha (Gaurishankar’s Tod), 



NOTE~TEWAR OR TRIPURA, CAPITAL OP 
THE KALACHURIS. 

(Jubbulpore Gazetteer 1908). 

Tripur, capital of the -Kalachuris, was a well-known town in ancient 
India, but is now in ruins and it is represented by the modem village of 
Tewar about 10 miles from Jubbulpore near the marble rocks. Inscriptions 
from the 3rd century A. D. are found in and near Tewar. The town Karna- 
vati founded by Karna near Tripura is also now in ruins and is the modern 
village called Zarnabel composed of Karna and bel, the latter being the 
name of the Bilva tree which aboimds here. (Perhaps the Brahmins 
settled by Earpa in this town were all Saivas and planted many Bel 
trees the leaves of which are required for the worship of slva). Very 
little remains even of the ruins except beautifully carved images ; for 
bricks and stones have all been removed and used in the construction 
of ghats and temples and railway bridges and even culverts in modern 
time. An ancient step*well has been discovered, however, under brush- 
wood and it now supplies drinking water to the villagers and there is 
also an old extensive tank near the ruins. 



CHAPTER VIL 


, • \ 
OHAULUKYAS OF ANHILWAD. 1 

The history of the Ohaulukya (Solankhi) kings of Gujarat 
has been well told and in detail in Bombay Gazetteer Vol, 

I part II, from Jain records as also inscriptions found till 
then. The chief authorities are of course the , former viz. 
Hemachandra’s Dvyasraya and the Vicharasreni of Merutunga 
(which gives specific dates for the reigns of kings). But these, 
and other Prabandhas contain fanciful accounts, often fictitious, 
intended to impress the marvellous (Adbhutarasa) and sober 
history has to reject many of their tales which further are not 
important from the point of view of the general history of 
Hindu India. We will, therefore, confine our attention to 
important and well-authenticated events and also incor- ' 
porate information derivable from epigraphic records discovered 
since the date of the Gazetteer. 

The first thing which requires to be pointed out is that 
this Ohaulukya family and the Ohaulukya family of the Deccan 
are not one and the same family, though the name is the same 
and though they are treated as the same by even ancient poets 
and story-tellers. AsstatedinVol.il we attach great value 
to the recorded gotras of these several Rajput families and 
though names may be the same as among Brahmins, so even 
among Kshatriyas whose gotras are their family gotras and 
not the gotras of their Purohitas as propounded in later times 
by Vijnane§vara and others, a difference of gotra indicates a 
difference of family. The Chaulukyas of the Deccan gave their 
gotra as Manavya even in records as early as the sixth century 
A. D. and the later Chaulukyas Tailapa and others were of this 
family though they do not usually give their gotra in their 
records. The Chaulukyas of Gujarat unfortunately do not also 
give their gotra in their records. Yet we may be certain that 
their gotra was Bharadvaja as given in a Chedi record (Ep. 
Ind. I. 253) of the 10th century and the same gotra is given by 
Chand in the Prithviraja Rasa. Even now the Solankhjs of 
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Rewa and of Gujarat profess the same gotra and we may be 
sure that Bharadvaja has been their gotra all along. The 
Ghaulukyas of Gujarat are, therefore, a distinct family from the 
Chaulukyas of the Deccan of the 6th and 10th centuries, though 
it must be admitted, like the Gazetteer the opposite opinion is 
entertained by Pandit Guarishankar Ojha. 

. Secondly, the reader must note that the part of the country 
where the Chaulukyas founded their rule was not called 
Gujarat yet. Anahilwad Patan was situate in what was 
then called Sarasvata Mandala, and we, therefore, still continue 
in the title of this chapter the mention of Anahilwad and do 
not use the name Gujarat though it is used by the Gazetteer. 
A record of Mularaja himself, the founder of the dynasty states 
that he acquired (I. A. VI. p. 1) Sarasvata Mandala and it 
was only towards the middle of the twelfth century that 
Chaulukya records begin to speak of this land as Gurjarabhumi 
(See Ind. Ant. VI Ro. 4 dated 1280 St. or 1223 A. D). This 
is a view which Mr. Divatia also maintains. Gujarat was the 
name of the territory about Jaipur still in 1030 A. D., when 
Al-Beruni wrote his India. Why the name Gurjarabhumi 
descended from that region southwards and began to be 
applied first to northern Gujarat and later, on southern 
Gujarat which was called Lata has yet to be explained. But 
it is certain that the name was not given to this country 
because the rulers of it the Chaulukyas were Gurjaras or Gujars. 
We still adhere to the view expressed in Vol. II (page 32) ; for we 
find that the Chaulukyas or Solankhis do not call themselves 
Gurjaras in any of their records. They are called Gurjara 
kings no doubt in the records of other kingdoms and they call 
themselves kings of the Gurjarabhumi or land from the middle 
of the 12th century onwards, but they do not style themselves 
as Gurjaras by caste or race in any of their records and hence 
we may be certain that this country came to be called Gujarat 
for other reasons. 

The third thing which requires to be^ pointed out is that 
these kings were Saivites or devotees of Siva and were never 
converted to Jainism as is often supposed. They were no 
doubt tolerant kings as Hindus generally are. They eVen 
went beyond tolerance and admired and venerated JainSadhus 
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and learned men, yet they, like other Kshatriyas of the Hindu 

period, remained Hindus and were devotees of Siva. They never 

call themselves Jains in their records and these never begin with 

/ 

the praise of Jina but always begin with the praise of Siva. 
Even Kumarapala who was a devoted disciple of Hema- 
chandra, the great Jain pandit of this period, styles himself 
devotee of Siva, is described as having obtained power by - 

/ f 

the favour of Siva and builds temples to that god ; in fact the 
deity of the family was Somnath whose famous shrine was 
situated in their country and was under their rule. Jain 
writers have no doubt tried to prove that Kumarapala was a 
convert to Jainism. Indeed they represent even the OhavadSs 
as also Solankhis as Jains; but the inscriptions drawn up 
under the government of the 'Solankhis do not support their 
statements and we may believe that they continued to be 
Saivites though they favoured Jainism which, no doubt, 
prospered under their rule as we shall show later on. 

Having noted these three important points of difference, 
we will give in substance the history of the Chaulukya kings 
of Anahilwad, chiefly from the Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part II. 
Mularaia was the founder of this family and he was sister’s son 
of the last Chapotkata king of Patan. Probably there was misrule 
in the country and Mularaja acquired the kingdom by force as 
the inscriptions generally represent and restored order, though 
chroniclers give the story of his seizing the kingdom wrongfully 
by putting his uncle to death. He ruled from 961 to 996 A D. 
justly and vigorously as founders of kingdoms usually do. He 
had wars with the neighbouring kings such as those of Outch 
and Sind. He had seized a kingdom which was already large 
and had’ necessarily to make good his claim to it by his 
prowess. He is said to have defeated one Griharipu assisted by 
the Kheng^r king of Outch and also by Arabs from Sind and 
obtained spossession of Somnath. The word Griharipu 
probably shows that he was a rebel, being a subordinate of the 
previous Chavad§, kings. Mularaja had also to fight with kings 
of north and south, viz. Vigraharaja of Sambhar and Barappa of 
Lata. The latter probably was a general of king Tailapa of 
Karna-ta, as Karnata and Lata even in Paramara records are 
usually leagued together, Ldta being a- dependency of Karnata 



CEAULUKYAS OF ANHILWAD 197 

ruled by a governor usually a scion of the reigning family. 
Barappa is said to have been killed in battle and Mularaja 
fought battles separately with these invading forces and 
•secured his dominions. Mularaja devoted himself in old age 
to a holy life. He built a Siva temple at Patan. He invited 
learned Brahmins from different parts of India and settled 
them at Sidhpur and elsewhere. Many Brahmins of Gujarat 
such as Audichyas and Gaudas believe that they came to 
Gujarat in his reign. 

Mularaja was succeeded by his son Ohamunda who 
reigned _from 997 to 1010 A. D., according to the chronicles. 
Sindhuraja of Malwa was killed in a battle with this king as 
is stated in the Vadnagar Prasasti of Kumarapala and this 
event is placed by Pandit Gaurishankar in 1010 A. D. (See 
Vol. II. p. 122). It cannot be later than this year but may 
have happened earlier. For, as stated already, Bhoja of Malwa 
might have begun to rule before 1010 A. D. The story that 
Munja insulted Mularaja when he was going on a pilgrimage 
to Benares via Dhar and Ohamunda revenged the insult is 
probably a fiction. 

Chfimunda had three sons Vallabha, Duriabha and Hagaraja 
and the eldest succeeded and reigned for a short time only and 
his name is consequently often omitted in inscriptions. His 
brother Duriabha succeeded him and ruled for twelve years 
from 1010 A. D. to 1022 A. D. Nothing particular is recorded 
of him by chroniclers or in inscriptions. He was .succeeded 
by his nephew Bhima I. son of Hagaraja. Bhima certainly was 
a powerful king and ruled long (43 years) from 1022 A. D. to 
1064 A. D. He was contemporary with king Bhoja of Malwa 
and king Karna of the Chedis both of whom were also 
powerful and able. His wars with Malwa have already been 
described. It is said that Karna of Chedi had a golden 
palanquin presented to him by Bhoja who was defeated by him 
and Bhima defeated both Bhoja and Karna and took from the 
latter the golden palanquin and presented the same to his 
tutelary god, Somnath of Prabhasa Patan. Whether these 
stories are true or not, it is true that all the three kings 
were equally powerful and had consequently constant fights, 
relieved by periods of friendship and amity. We have already 
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said that Bhlma did not invade Malwa along with Karna and 
avail himself of the opportunity of crushing Malwa after 
Bhoja’s death. Malwa records distinctly show that Karna of 
Chedi alone invaded Malwa and the version of the Gujarat 
chronicles in this respect is not true. 

. It was during this king’s reign that Mahmud of Ghazni 
made his famous raid on Somnath. Whether such an event 
did take place or not we have discussed elsewhere. But an 
inscription at Somnath records that Bhlma built a stone-temple 
for Somnath in place of the wooden one which existed before. 
We have seen that the Udepur Prasasti states that Bhoja built 
the Somnath god’s temple. Ho reference is given by the 
Gazetteer for the inscription and hence we have not been able 
to estimate its value. We may suppose that the work was the 
joint work of Bhoja and Bhima. Indeed Bhoja could not have 
done the work without Bhima’s consent and collaboration. 

Bhlma was succeeded by his second son Karna, the eldest 
Mularaja having died in his father’s life-time. He had a 
peaceful reign from 1064 to 1094. He built a large tank called 
Karnasara and he also founded a city, named it Karnavatl and 
made it his second capital. This city is modern Alimedabad. 
As usual with Hindu powerful kings, he built many temples to 
Siva and Durga. He had very few conflicts with neighbouring 
kings, but the Hammira-Charita states that he died in a battle 

t 

with Dussala of Sakambhari. 

Kielhorn in his genealogies (Ep. Ind. VIII) gives only one 
inscription each against Bhima and Karna. The first dated 
1039 A. H. does not give much information about Bhima (I. A, 
VI p. 193) and the second dated 1091 A. D. also gives no 
information about Karna (Bp. Ind. I. p. 317). The Vadnagar 
Prasasti of Kumarapala also does not furnish much information 
about either. Bhima is said to have conquered Dhara, the 
capital of the M.^\QP^&'Chakravartin (Bhoja) by means of his 
efficient cavalry versed in five modes of moving (Dhara) or 
versed in the use of five-weapons (Dhara) ; and of Karna it gives 
the usual praise. The inscription of Karna dated 1091 A. D., 
hov/ever, shows that the Gujarat chroniclers are not wrong, 
when they assign him a reign from 1064 to 1094 or 1093 A. D. 
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Karna was succeeded by his son Jayasinha born of a 
Karnata Eadamba princess married when he was old. Jaya- 
•sinha was a minor when Earna died and the government was 
carried on by his mother with the aid of capable and devoted 
ministers. Jayasinha siirnamed Siddharaja proved to be the 
most powerful king of Gujarat in the Chaulukya line. He was 
a great builder and every ancient structure in Gujarat is 
popularly attributed to him. ^ He built the famous Eudramal 
(Rudra-mahalaya) temple of Siva at Siddhapura parts of which 
only remain; yet they -attest the stupendous dimensions and the 
fine workmanship of the temple. He built the Sahasralinga 
lake .n4^E^tan. His wars were also great. He had a long war 
with M^wa lasting for twelve years beginning with an 
invasion ol^ Malwa in the reign of Haravarman and ending 
with the defeat and imprisonment of Ya^ovarman as related 
before. He is said to have attacked Dh^r& and from thence to 
have gone against Madanpala Ohandella and exa cted tribute 
from him though a Ohandella Ealanjar record states that 
Jayasinha was defeated (J. B. A. S. 1848 p. 319). Certain it is 
that he conquered Malwa and a large part of the country 
remained under the rule of Gujarat for a long time. He is 
usually called in inscriptions Avantinatha. From an inscrip- 
tion it appears that he also conquered Cutch and annexed that 
kingdom ruling it through a governor. In inscriptions he is 
said to have conquered Barbaraka, a word which has given 
rise to various legends and various surmises. The legends 
declare that Barbaraka was the king of demons or devils. And 
Jayasinha Siddharaja is said to have acquired such power o'\'er 
devils and goblins that he could accomplish anything. Such 
tales being absurd, antiquarians have attempted to explain the 
word by supposing iMat Barbaraka meant some aboriginal or 
even Mlechha people. Biihler thought that they were Bhils now 
known as Babaras settled in south Eathiawar (Gazetteer). It 
is also suggested that they may have been the Berbers of the 
Hindu Puranas to be identified with Vara or the Berbers of 
Africa. The last suggestion seems acceptable with this 
difference that Berbers are to be identified with Arabs (See 
Vol, II p. 354). It is quite possible that Jayasinha defeated • 
a formidable Arab invasion from Sind, 
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Jayasinha was, like Bhoja whose ’example was catching, a 
patron of learned men and many great pandits, Jain and 
Hindu, were patronised by him. The greatest of them was, of 
course, Hemachandra the Jain Pandit whose grammar of 
Sanskrit is called Sidhdha Herna because it was dedicated to 
this king and whose poem DvyaSraya gives a history of the 
Chaulukyas and also contains illustrations of grammatical 
rules. The king was also fond of disputations being held between 
paindits in his presence and in [one such dispute a Digambara 
" Jain pandit is said to have been defeated by a noted Svetam- 
bara Suri from Cambay as the former propounded that women 
could not obtain salvation, nor clothed ascetics. ^ This story 
may perhaps emanate from a Svetambara source, Svetambaras 
being predominant in Gujarat. 

Not only poets but warriors flocked to the court of Sidha- 
raja for patronage and the most famous of them was J agadeva 
Paramara, youngest son of TJdayaditya. Marvellous stories are 
told of him by chroniclers but his bravery need not be doubted. 

Jayasinha Sidhharaja has, therefore, been properly described 
by the Gazetteer as most powerful, most religious and most 
generous. At the intercession of his ^mother who was grieved 
to see the despair of devoit pilgrims unable to proceed to 
Somnath on account of the heavy tax on them, he remitted the 
tax altogether, though its income was about 1 Lakh of rupees. 
Even in the Vadnagar Pra^asti it is declared that he paid off 
the debts of all debtors in his kingdom and thus deserved the 
title of Chakravartin and a Sakakarta or founder of an era. 
It is indeed a common belief in India that the founder of an 
era must pay off the debts of all debtors in his kingdom and it 
seems from the Vadnagar Pra&asti that Jayasinha actually 
accomplished this great feat of generosity. That he founded 
an era cannot be doubted for inscriptions in Kathiawar 
and Gujarat have been found dated in that era. The last 
mention is probably in the Verawal inscription (Bhav. Ins. 
p. 214) which gives its date in four eras viz. Vikrama 1320, 
Valabhi 945, Sinha 151 and Hijri 642.* In short Jayasinha 

® This shows that four eras were current in Gujarat mdlcatin^ four prominent rules in 
succession. Mahomedan rule was just commencing at the time of that inscription though 
it mentions Arjundeva Vaghela as ruling in Gujarat, 
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amply deserves the titles Siddharaja and-Chakravartin bestowed 
upon him even in inscripiions. 

Eielhorn in his genealogies mentions two inscriptions 
pf JayasinliLi dated 1138 and 1139 A. D. ; the latter is not a 
Ohaulukya inscription but one of their subordinate kings 
land in' its first verse it simply states that king Jayasinha 
imprisoned the kings of Saurashtra and Malwa. In the various 
inscriptions of his successors he is usually described as 
Avantinatha, Tribhuvanaganda, Barbarakajishnu and Siddha- 
Ohakravartin (See I. A. VL No. 6 &c.). Jayasinha ruled long 
from 1093 to 1143 as stated by chroniclers which is not 
improbable, as he came to the throne a minor and as 
the inscription noted above is dated 1139 A. D. proving a long 
reign. In spite of his supposed magical powers and Siddha-rasa 
or powerful medicines or of his highly meritorious works and 
actions, Jayasinha had no son and the succession went to 
Kumarapala, son of Tribhuvanapaia who was a grandson of the 
third son of Bhima I named Erishnaraja. The succession was 
naturally contested and foreign kings intervened in the 
quarrel. But Kumarapala by his energies and the assistance of 
Jain ministers succeeded in defeating Arnoraj of Ajmer and 
Ballala of Malvi^a as staled in the inscriptions. And Kumara- 
■ pala like his predecessors ruled justly and wisely for a long 
time i. e. thirty years from 1143 to 1173 according to the 
chroniclers. It is indeed rare to find four capable vigorous 
and justice-loving kings reigning successively as Bhima, 
Karna, Jayasinha Siddharaja, and Kumarapala undoubtedly 
did. Stories of Jayasinha and Kumarapala of Naharw'ala are 
told even by Arab writers as early as 1225 A. D. and we have 
no hesitation in identifying Jayasinha of Jamiyat-ul-Hikayat 
of Ufi v/ho even mentions his pov/er over spirits, with Jaya- 
sinha Siddharaja and Gurpal with Kumarapala whose just rule 
is attributed to the fact that this king, before he came to the 
throne, had travelled much and passed through adversity. 
Gujarat chroniclers also state that Kumarapala, as a possible 
successor, came under the disfavour of Jayasinha and departing 
from Gujarat travelled in southern and eastern countries by 
the advice of Hemachandra who is said to have foretold his 
greatness. This explains his extreme reverence for that 
26 
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famous Jain pandit and also Ms regard for the Jain religion. 
His self-restraint and high moral oharaoter may be attrituted 
indeed to the influence of Jain philosophy. Further, Kumara- 
pala was also fifty years old when he came to the throne and 
therefore past the age when kings are often led to become 
addicted to vice and oppression. <■ 

His first war was with Arnoraja of Ajmer to whom his 
sister was married. Perhaps he moved against him, he being in 
favour of his brother. Absurd tales are told of this war but 
from inscriptions it seems clear that in this battle Kumarapala 
exhibited personal bravery and drew blood from Arnoraja s chest 
with an arrow.* His usual title in inscriptions is “the conqueror 
of the king of Sakambhari in battle by the strength of his own 
arms”. Probably the king of Malwa ’ named Ballala in Vad- 
nagar Prasasti was an ally of Arnoraja and was killed in battle. 
He sent his general twice against Mallikarjuna king of Konkan 
and in the second battle Ambada his general climbed his ele- 
phant and cut off his head. A king of Chedi was proceeding \ 
against him when by accident the king was strangled by his 
own necklace being caught in a branch as he was riding an 
elephant. His inscriptions are found in the temple of XJdepur 
in eastern Malwa showing that Gujarat still ruled a large part 
of Malwa. His inscriptions are. also found at Balmer in 
Western Eajputana and at Chitod itself in Mewad. This is a 
little inexplicable as it is not possible that he conquered Ohitod 
and the Guhilot king there. The inscription seems to mention 
that he went there to see the famous fort when returning from 
an expedition against Karna. The king of Ohitod probably 
treated him as an honoured guest. Perhaps the legend that 
one of Kumarapala’s queens was a Guhilot princess may also 
explain his friendly reception at Ohitod as also the recording 
of an inscription on the capital fort of the Guhilots. Eumara- 
pala had extensive dominion no doubt but the Jain chronicles 
exaggerate his power, probably because he was the most 
ardent admirer of their religion and represent him as ruling a 
territory the northern boundary of which was conterminous 
with the dominions of the Turks. 
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Vadnagar Prasasti Ep. Ind. I. 
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Kumarapala like Ms predecessor was a great builder and 
many Jain vibaras are said to have been built by Mm or Ms 
ministers. He is certainly described by Jain chroniclers as 
building the . temple of Somnath and it is said that Hema- 
chandra himself, vt^hen asked by the king what was the most 
meritorious thing for him to do, replied that he should rebuild 
the temple of Somnath and the king built the temple of stones. 
We have already seen that Bhoja is credited with building the 
temple of Somnath as also Bhima, Jayasinha is distinctly 
recorded to have done the same. Probably the temple was so 
contiguous to the sea that sea-waves dashed against the base of 
the temple and former builders only put up wooden pillars into 
the basin of the sea. The building of a stone-temple by Kumara- 
pala cannot be doubted ; for an inscription in the Bhadrakali tem- 
ple without the precincts of Somnath dated 1169 A. D. mentions 
this fact in detail. A Kanyakubja Brahmin ascetic from Bena- 
res moved about in India, making Sthanoddhara and came to 
Somnath via Malwa. He requested Jayasinha to build the 
^ Somnath temple and the latter began the construction. The 
work was, however, finished by Kumarapala. This inscription 
gives the credit of inducing the kings of Gujarat to build the 
temple to the Brahmin ascetic Bhava Brihaspati, a saint of the 
Lakuli^a sect. But the Jain chroniclers take the credit to them- 
selves and attribute Kumarapala’s action to the advice of 
Hemachandra. We may give credit to both, for indeed Kumara- 
pala appears to have honoured both Hindu and J ain ascetics and 
learned men. On this inscription we have commented elsewhere. 

It remains to -consider how far we may believe that Ku- 
marapala actually became a Jain tov/ards the close of his 
career. W'hen the temple of Somnath was being built, he is 
said to have made a vow, at Hemaohandra’s suggestion, to 
abstain from flesh, wine ,and woman. And for two years he 
observed the vow and when the temple v/as finished he went 
there and worshipped the god and even Hemachandra bowed to 
the idol. That vow is not a Jain vow only, being prescribed 
even by Manu." But perhaps the king was equally divided 

^ ^ f i?r m ^ i miTf^ i\ 

The abstention from the three is described as leading to 
great fruit. 
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between his devotion to his tutelary deity and his devotion 
to his preceptor Hemachandra. The Hindus are in this respect 
most tolerant and even now devout Hindus are known to be 
followers of Mahomedan fakirs. It is, therefore, not at all 
strange that Kumarapala worshipped Jain ascetics or built 
Jain viharas. Even Hemachandra like his tolerant discipl^' 
bowed to the Somnath idol, declaring that it may represent 
even Jina. It does not seem probable, however, that Kumara- 
pala at last gave up his tutelary deity and turned a Jain since 
in inscriptions of his time and those of his successors, he is 
always described as ‘prospering through the favour of Siva’ 
(Umapati) and is nowhere described as a Jain, as Harsha 
is described in his inscriptions as a worshipper of Sugata 
( Parama Saugata ) while his father is described as worship- 
per of Siva (Parama Mahesvara). 

There is, however, reason to believe that Kumarapala was 
so far impressed latterly with the doctrine of Ahimsa specially , 
preached by Jainism that he, like Harsha, used his political j 
power to suppress slaughter of animals, though not wholly, yet 
on certain days at least. Jain chronicles relate that he 
prohibited killing of animals altogether and even gave strained 
water to his horses and elephants like Siladitya of Molapo 
( See Vo. I. p. 23 ), But even if we do not believe this, 
inscriptions record that slaughter v/as prohibited by subordinate 
kings on certain days. There are two inscriptions of this kind, 
at Ratanpur and Harsoda, both in Marvrad ( Bhav. Ins. p. 206 ) 
which were recorded in the time of Kumarapala by subordinate 
kings prohibiting slaughter on Ashtami, EkadaM, OhaturdaM 
and Amavasya days and prescribing a penalty of five drammas 
as fine. If subordinate princes prohibited slaughter, it must 
have been done with the consent of the suzerain, probably a 
similar order must have been promulgated by the suzerain 
himself though this does not necessarily follow. But even this 
Ratanpur inscription describes Kumarapala as prospering 
through the favour of Parvatipati ( Siva }. ‘And the Vadnagar 
Prasasti relates that Kumarapala built the wall round Vadnagar 
the home of Hagar Brahrriins who are well-known worshippers 
of Siva. The conclusion appears to be that while Kumarapala 
still remained a staunch worshipper of Siva as his forefathers 
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had been, he admired Jainism so far and was so far under the 
influence of Hemachandra that he prohibited killing of animals 
on certain days sacred to the Jains. Such prohibitary orders 
were issued by Akbar also in response to Jain feeling, in certain 
towns, as sanads prove, during Pachcsan fast days of the Jains. 

Kielhorn gives seven inscriptions against Kumarapala 
( genealogies E. I. VIII ) ranging from 1145 to 1160 A. D. and 
this supports the length of his reign ( 30 years) given by the 
chronicles from 1143 to 1173 A. I). Kumarapala .had no son and 
he wa 5 succeeded by his nephew Ajayapala who had a short 
reign as he w^as of a violent temper and vigorously persecuted 
Jains and oppressed even Hindu ministers. He was slain by 
his ov/n door-keeper in 1179 A. D. He is credited in inscriptions 
v/ith having brought under tribute the king of Sakambhari 
which does not seem likely. 

He was followed by his son Mularaja who was then a minor 
and who is, therefore, often called Bala M ularaja. His mother 
Naikidevi was the daughter of a Permadi Kadamba king in 
Karnataka and acted as regent. It was during the reign of this 
king that Muhammad Ghori invaded Gujarat and was defeated. 
This defeat was certainly creditable to the Hindus and it is but 
natural that many Chalukya inscriptions should describe 
Mularaja as “ the conqueror of the difficult to be conquered 
king of Gurjan ( Ghazni ).” The credit belongs to the king 
no doubt but in one inscription the credit is given to his mother* 
Rajput ladies are certainly famous throughout history for their 
contempt of death and for their high regard for their honour 
and religion. It is a matter of pride further that this queen 
was a Rajput lady from the Karnataka. She must have been 
present at the battle and led the forces of Gujarat against the 
Ghazni king.t The battle is not described anywffiere but seems 
to have been won by the valour of the Gujarat army composed, 
as it was, of cavalry and elephants, the latter being properly 
handled by Gujarat generals. It is said by Gujarat chroniclers 
that rain came to the help of the conquerors; but why rain 

( I. A. VI p. 194) 

etc. Verawal Inscription (Bhav. Inscrip, p, 24). 
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should have helped them only is not obvious. It must also be 
conceded that Ghori must have had an insufficient- force in 
comparison with the large army of Gujarat, as he is said to have 
come via Multan and across the desert. Whatever the reason 
of it, this defeat saved Gujarat from Mahomedan conquest for 
a hundred years more and established the reputation of the 
kingdom of Haharwala for valour. The battle was fought in 1178 
A. D. and at Gadarar Ghatta (B. Gazetteer p. 195), Mahomedan 
writers do not generally mention this battle, but they mention 
one with the successor of Mularaja named Bhima which is 
probably a mistake (Gaurishankar’s Tod). Perhaps it may have 
been another attempt to retrieve his honour by Muhammed 
Ghori v/ho tried to imitate Mahmud of Ghazni with less success 
in the beginning yet more complete success in the end. 

Mularaja also ruled for a short time only and he was 
succeeded by his brother Bhima who was also a minor then, 
his mother carrying on the regency. Bhima II called Bhola 
ruled long, like Jayasinha, from 1178 to 1241 A. D. a period of 
63 years which is not unbelievable, if we remember that he 
came to the throne when a boy. Like Jayasinha also he called 
himself Siddharaja or rather- new (Abhinava) Siddharaja, though 
his attainments were not as great. There are many inscrip- 
tions of his time found dating from 1199 to 1238 A. D. It 
cannot, therefore, be doubted that he reigned till 1242 A. D. 
as stated by chroniclers. His power was, however, usurped by 
his nobles and feudatories, though they always acknowledged 
him as king of Anhilwad. Thus an inscription of one 
Jayantasinha, to be noticed further on, states that Bhima 
ruled in Anhilwad. Subsequently the Vaghela chieftain Lavana- 
prasad and his son Viradhavala became pov/erful and Bhima 
II is said even to have declared that Yiradhavala was his 
successor. The Vaghela chieftains were a scion of the Ohau- 
lukya family itself and Arnoraja the founder was a son of Ku- 
marapala’s mother’s sister. He assisted Kumarapala in obtain- 
ing the throne and the latter gave him the village of Vyaghra- 
palli near Anhilwad, whence the family obtained the surname 
Vaghela. Lavanaprasada, son of Arnoraja was a great general 
under Bhima II and eventually Viradhavala, his son, establi- 
shed himself at Anhilwad in place of Bhima’s effete successor 
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Tribliuvanapala, v/lio seems to have ruled for about four years 
after Bhima ( Gaurishankar’s Tod ). A copper-plate of Tribhu- 
vanapala dated 1299 St. or 1242 A.D.has been found and it seems 
that this king did for a time rule. But Viradhavala who was 
virtual master must have soon set him aside and founded the 
Vaghela kingly family at Anhilwad which lasted for four 
generations after him viz : Visaladeva, Arjunadeva, Saranga- 
deva and Karna (1286-1304) in whose time Gujarat was finally 
conquered by the Mahomedans. The Vaghela kings were a 
powerful family and their two great Jain ministers Vastupala 
and Tejapala built the famous Jain temples at Abu and Girnar. 
The modern representative of the Vaghela family is the family 
ruling at Rewa ; while the Chaulukya family of Mularaja is 
represented by the chiefs of Rupanagar in Mewad and of Kot in 
Marwad (Gaurishankar’s Tod). There are some Maratha families 
such as Bubals of Karhad in Satara district who represent 
themselves as descendants of the Ohaulukyas of Gujarat, their 
gotra being Bharadvaja. 

It remains to consider who Jayantasinha was whose in- 
scription dated 1260 St. or 1202 A. B. has been found (I. A. VI 
Ifo. 4 p. 197). In this inscription he is described as a Chau- 
lukya, but what relation he bore to Bhima is not stated ; it, 
however, makes it clear that this king ruled in place of Bhima 
while he was away, (tadnantaram sthane). It further praises 
Jayantasinha as the extricator, like Varaha, of the Gurjara land 
sunk in the waters of the ocean of evil times and-the nourisher, 
like rain, of the seed of Gurjara land burnt in the forest fire of 
calamities. He also takes to himself all the epithets taken by 
Gujarat kings and describes himself as established in Anhilwad. 
This contains, most probably, a reference to the invasion of 
Gujarat by Kutubuddin Aibak in 1197 A.B. (B. Gazetteer p. 195“7)o 
It seems probable that like his former namesake Bhima I when 
invaded by Mahmud of Ghazni, Bhima II at the time of the 
invasion by Kutubuddin forsook Anhilwad and retired to some 
distant fortress. Kutubuddin who had come to Ajmer ad- 
vanced on Anhilwad and defeated the force which opposed him 
at the frontier under the mount of Abu, Bharavarsha Parmara 
and other generals of Gujarat being defeated (Gaurishahkar). 
G'ujarat lay prostrate and was plundered. Perhaps this valiant 
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Ohaulukya prince Jayantasinha remained in the city and 
eventually cleared the country of any forces that may have 
been left in the country by Kutubuddin. The eloquent descrip“ 
tion of these services given in the inscription are not a mere 
hyperbole and Jayantasinha appears he have ruled vigorously 
in Anhilwad for at least three years, his inscription being 
dated 1202 A. D. Bhima’s grant dated 1199 A. D. (Bhadrapada or 
September) was issued from Anhilwad (Ind. Aut, XI p. 71) and 
discovers the fact that he was still there though the Mahomedan 
forces were in the country troubling the people. He must have 
left the capital of sheer necessity hereafter. Bhima must have 
returned when the country was clear and ruled again in Patan 
for a long time till 1242, his. last inscription found being dated 
1239 A. D. The titles v/hich Bhima II takes are indeed grandi- 
loquent as he calls himself not only Abhinava Siddharaia but 
also Saptama Ghakravartin. Why he calls himself the seventh 
Gujarat emperor of India cannot be explained unless we confine 
the enumeration to the Ohaulukya kings of ^Anhilwad and 
begin it with Bhima I. Unquestionably the kings of this line 
were almost all able and valorous kings with the exception 
of this last king who was indeed properly called Bhola or 
guileless as he did not sufidciently realise the absurdity of the 
praise bestowed upon him by inscription-writers. We give the 
genealogy of the Ohaulukya kingly family of Anahilwad below 
with probable dates of accession and definite dates of their 
inscriptions.- Jayantasinha may be omitted as he clearly ruled 
in place of Bhima II during his absence (though Kielhorn 
gives his name in the genealogy of the Ohaulukyas), following 
Gaurishankar Ojha in his note in Tod and the Bombay Gazet- 
teer Vol, I, part I. 


* qwTffUF 5T§RMii%T3T 

(I. A. VI p. 197), 
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GENEALOGY OF THE CHALUOAS OF ANHILWAD. 

( Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part II and Eielhorn's genealogies E. I. VIII) 

I Mularaja son of Raji (c 961-996 A. D.)* 

I 

II ChSmunda ( c. 997-1009 ). 


m Vallibha (c. 1009) IV Durlabha (c. 1009-1021) 


Nagaraja. 

( 

V Bbima I (c. 1021-1063) 
I Insc. 1029 


VI Eavna (c; 1063-1093) Insc 1091 Ehemaraja 

1 I 

VII Jayasinha Siddharaja (c. 1093-3143) Haripala 

Insc. 1131-1139 1 

Tribhuvanapala 

I 

Mahipala VIII Eumarapila (c, 1143-1173) 

1 Insc. 1145-57-53-63 69 

IX Ajayapala (c. 1163-1176) 

Insc. 1173-1175 


XI Bhima II (c. 1176-1241) 

Ins. c. 1199, 1207 09-16-18-26-30-31-38 


X MSlaraya II 
(c. 1176-1178) 


XII Tribhuvanapala Inso, 1242 


CHAPTER VIIL 

THE GAHADAVALAS OF KANAIJJ. 

Of the new Rajput clans which came to the front in the 
third sub-period of Hindu history (1000-1200), the most noted 
as well as the most powerful was the Gahadavala family of 
Kanauj. The Gahadavalas are considered to be a branch of 
the Rathods or Rashtrakutas but this fact is often disputed and 
we will examine this subject later on ; it is also uncertain 
whence the Gahadavalas came and we will give our view on 
this point also later. Prom inscriptions of this family found 
in scores, however, it appears certain that Ohandradeva son of 
Mahlyala Gahadavala, ‘by the prowess of his arms obtained 
the sovereignty of Kanyakubja and freed the country from 
trouble This praise is bestowed on Chandra in almost every 
Gahadavala grant. In what year this exploit is to be placed 
is not quite clear. Fortunately we haye. since Kielhorn gave 
genealogies of Northern Kings in 1908 (E. I. in VIII), found 
three inscriptions of Chandradeva himself and the eulogy of 
him in the two later records is more detailed ; but unfortunately 
the epithets in them cannot be well understood. It seems that 
Chandra conquered Narapati, Gajapati, Trisankupati and a 
king of Panchala which must be identified with the kingdom 
of Kanauj (E. I. XIV p. 192). These inscriptions are dated 
from 1093 to 1099 A. D. and there is another inscription of him 
dated 1091 with the usual epithets (E. I. IX p. 302). It seems 
thus certain that Chandradeva conquered Kanauj before 1091 
A. D. In an inscription of a later king (I. A. XIV p. 103) it is 
stated that Chandradeva freed the earth from trouble which 
had come upon it after the death of Karna of Chedi. This 
king we have taken to have ruled up to 1080 A. D. It hence 
follows that Chandradeva conquered Kanauj some time after 
1080 A. D. In this inscription it is also stated that Chandra- 
deva defeated many enemy kings and then made Kanyakubja 
his capital. Kanauj was the Rome or Constantinople of India 
from the days- of Harsha and whoever took it was considered as 
the emperor of Hind. Chandra must, therefore, have found 
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many opponents to his occupation of Eanauj as his capital, 
though he must have defeatad the last effete representative 
of the fallen Pratihara line easily. The word ‘chapala’ or 
mobile applied to Panchala king in these tv^o Chandra records 
(E. I. XIV) probably shows that he had to pursue the fugitive 
Pratihara last king from place to place. 

Having conquered the kingdom of Eanauj, Chandra freed 
the country from the Turks whose ofiScers must have been present 
in the country in several places to collect the tribute paid to 
Ghazni by Eanauj as stated before, and as immortalized in 
the Gahadavala records by the word ‘Turushkadanda*. Chandra 
further obtained possession of the chief sacred places in 
Northern India viz. Ea^I, Eu^ika (Eanauj), Uttara EoSala 
(Ayodhya) and Indrasthana (perhaps Indraprastha or Delhi) 
and as a Hindu king protected these sacred places from the 
incursions of the Turks (I. A. XIV) ; a praise bestowed upon 
Chandra in almost all Gahadavala records. He also made 
tuladanas or gifts of gold of his own weight by scores to learned 
Brahmins. In short Chandra was not only a powerful king 
but also a most orthodox Hindu and his conquest of Eanauj 
may be looked upon as a strong religious effort by the Hindus 
to free Aryavarta from the troubles of Mlechchha inroads and 
Mlechchha domination. Bhoja had rendered the same service 
(1040) and Earna later (1060) but Chandra (1080) established 
firmly Hindu rule in Northern India by conquering and 
consolidating the kingdom of Eanauj and thus ensured the life 
of Hindu India for a century more. 

He was succeeded by his son Madanapala who is also 
praised in his documents and in those of his successors but the 
praise is apparently conventional and we do not get any 
historical details from the praise. He was succeeded by his 
son Govindachandra who is undoubtedly the most famous 
and powerful king of this line, as usual the third from the 
founder. He is often described as ‘strengthening the newly 
founded kingdom by his arms as with ropes and creepers*. His 
war elephants are described as moving in three directions 
without rest. Probably like Harsha, Govindachandra kept 
this arm at great strength and constantly used it east, south 
and west. (In the north was the Himalaya mountain, the safe 
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boundary of his kingdom which perhaps did not require much 
attention). He first takes the new epithet ‘conqueror of the three 
kingdoms of A^vapati, Harapati and Gajapati To what kings 
or kingdoms these terms refer .it is difficult to state and has not 
been discussed. Probably the kingdom of Hayapati meant the 
kingdom of Kanauj, of Gaiapati the kingdom of Bengal and 
of Harapati the kingdom of Ohedi. The first two terms have 
already been used elsewhere and explained by us as above 
in Vol. II (p. 350) and Harapati may refer to the Chedi or 
Telingana kingdom whose king is said to have kissed his feet 
i. e. entered into subordinate alliance with him. The Giripati 
mentioned in two Chandradeva’s inscriptions may refer to the 
Andhra kingdom or the Chedi, as both are full of mountains 
and the former is actually so described in the verse noted in 
Vol. n (p. 350). In any case it may be taken that Govinda- 
Chandra extended his domination in all directions and thereby 
reduced the extent of the territories of the kings of Bengal, 
Andhra and Chedi. He held Benares undoubtedly and much 
of the territory to the east of it, as he has made many grants of 
villages in the country round Benares, from Benares itself, 
which appears to have usually been a second capital with the 
kings of Kanauj. Indeed Jayachandra and others are often de- 
scribed by Mahomedan writers as kings of Benares and hence 
supposed by some as coming originally from that city itself. 

In the same way as he had to fight with the Gauda 
kings in the east (and Chedi in the south), Govindachandra had 
necessarily to fight with the Mahomedans of Lahore in the 
west and we actually find these fights referred to, correctly and 
without boast, in an inscription of his which was recorded* 
while he was yet a Yuvaraja or heir apparent. The verse is 
very important and may be translated as follows: — (he was at the 
time on the Jumna at Asatika a place not identified but probably 
intheHorth-west and he makes the grant while Madanapala was 
still ruling ) “ Terrible by breaking open the temples of the war- 
elephants of Gauda difficult to be opposed and compelling the 
Hammira to cease hostilities by his game of unequal fighting . 


1 ) 
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he accepted the kingship of the earth stamped, as it were, with 
seals in the form of the imprints of the hoofs of his horses 
constantly moving about This shows the nature of his fights 
with the Turks of the Panjab v/ho had constant tussels with 
Govindachandra and who, it appears, had eventually to make 
truce with him. This verse also shows that, like Bhoja Pratihara 
of Kanauj, Govindachandra also kept a very large force of 
efficient cavalry v/hich was always on the alert and constantly 
moving about. 

Govindachandra was not only a powerful king but follow- 
ing the example set by Bhoja of Malwa and being himself a 
learned man, patronised learned men at his court. His epithet in 
most Gahadavala records is ‘ Vividha-Vichara-Vidya-Vacha- 
pati ’ a very Brihaspati ( teacher of gods ) in different sciences 
and philosophies. It is also stated that his Sandhivigrahika 
( minister for war and peace), Lakshmidhara by name, composed 
Vyavahara-Kalpataru a treatise on law and procedure. Govinda- 
chandra thus can be placed in the same category of great kings 
as Samudragupta, Harsh a, Bhoja, Mahmud, Akbar or Shivaji 
who were both great conquerors and patrons of learned men. 

Govindachandra ruled long from about 1114 to 1155 A, B, 
Sir Vincent Smith, it appears, inadvertently includes the years 
1104 to 1114 in the reign of Govindachandra (B. H. I. p. 384, 3rd 
Edn. y. And Gaurishankar Ojha has rightly given the date of 
Govindachaiidra’s accession as 1114 A. D. This discrepancy 
of dates was striking and we specially looked into the inscrip- 
tions concerned and it appears that these grants from 1104 to 
1109 A. D., Govindachandra signs or makes as heir 
apparent while Madanapala-was still ruling and hence these 
years must be included in the reign of Madanapala. Kielhorn 
has also given the inscriptions of 1104, 1105, 1107 and 1109 as 
belonging to the reign of Madanapala. The first inso. of 1104 is 
published in I. A. XIV (p. 103) and is the well-known Basahi 
grant of that village in the Etawah District. Govindachandra 
is described therein as Maharajaputra, meaning literally son of 
the Maharaja, and in the last sentence the writing is said to be 
done with the consent of Purohita Jaguka, Mahattaka (minister) 
Valhana and Pratihari ( chamberlain ) Gautama. The inscrip- 
tion of 1105 is published in Ep. Ind, II ( p. 358 ) and is similar 
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in form to the above on which we will comment at length 
later on. It grants a village in the Panchala country while 
the donor was encamped on the Ganges and in the end the 
writing is said to be made with the consent of the above 
officers as also of the queen-mother Ralhadevi. The third insc- 
dated 1107 is published in short in J. E. A. S. 1895 ( p. 786 ). It 
was made in Benares by queen Prithvisrika for Madanapala. 
And the fourth insc. dated 1109 is published in I. A. SVIII 
( p. 15. ). The grant was made on the Jumna at Asatika 
mentioned above, on account of a solar eclipse, by Govinda- 
chandra Maharaja-putra ‘ while Madanpala was ruling ’ and it 
does not contain at the end mention of any consent by any 
state officers. We have detailed these facts purposely as some 
points of importance appear clearly therefrom. Madanapala, 
it must first be stated, did not come to the throne in 1097 
as is sometimes supposed, for we have now an inscription of 
Chandra himself dated 1099. The insc. of St. 1154 or 1097 A. D. 
is given even by Kielhorn as belonging to Chandra. That insc. 
( I. A. XVIII p. 11 ) was recorded by Madanapala to certify a 
grant made by Chandra in 1097 ( St. 1154 ) ; when this certifica- 
tion or the inscription itself was recorded is not mentioned but 
it must have taken place after 1099 A. D., when Chandra was 
still ruling. We may take, therefore, the date of the rule of 
Chandra as circa 1080 to 1100 ; in which year Madanapala may 
be taken to commence his rule. Strangely enough, the above 
noted four grants in the year 1104, 1105, 1107 and 1109 are 
made during his rule by his son Govindachandra and one by 
his mother queen EalhadevI and one grant is consented to by 
his own queen Prithvisrika when the grantor was in Panchala 
country. It may be inferred that Madanapala by reason of ill- 
ness or for some other cause did not rule personally during these 
years and authorised his son and queen to make grants and do 
other acts which are solely the function of royalty. It further 
appears that Eajput queens were often invested with power to 
act for the king as regents. In the last grant of 1109, Govinda- 
chandra was so far advanced in age and also in. power that his 
act did not require the consent of the queen mother. Govinda- 
ohandra’s first grant in his own behalf found is dated 1114 
( Kielhorn and Gaurishankar ) and we may take it that he 
came to the throne in 1110 A, D. 
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Govindachandra coming to the throne when young naturally 
.ruled long. About 21 copper plates were found in one place 
near Benares out of which 14 belong to Govindachandra dating 
from 1114 to 1154 A. D. and are published by Kielhorn in E. L 
IV. In all about forty grants of Govindachandra have been 
found ; but the latest date yet found is the one above given, viz : 
1154 A. D. Though Vijayachandra the next king is mentioned 
first in a grant of his dated 1161, we must take Govindachandra 
to have ruled from 1110 to 1155 and not later for reasons which 
will presently appear. Govindachandra had two queens named 
Hayanakelidevi and Gosaladevi and from the former he had a 
son Eajyapala who as Yuvaraja made a grant dated 1142 A. D, 
He, however, seems to have died before his father. 

Vijayachandra who succeeded Govindachandra was also a 
powerful and able monarch. He is described as having made a 
Digvijaya in inscriptions of his son. His name appears as 
Bijepal in the Prithviraj Rasa and he is therein also said to 
have conquered the world. His fight with Hammira is described 
in his grant dated 1168 A. D, as more effective than that of his 
father; for it is said that he quenched the burning heat of the 
people’s grief by the tear-flow drawn from the eyes of the women 
of Hammira who had wantonly harrowed the world*, a strange 
method usual with Sanskrit poets of describing a victory over the 
enemy. At this time Khushru the Hamir was settled in Lahore 
(1152), abandoning Ghazni for fear of the Ghori and the Ghazni 
kingly line, in its decline, was nearing extinction. His defeat, 
therefore, need not excite surprise. Vijayachandra’s son 
Jayachandra was already in 1168 A. D. a grown up man and 
Yuvaraja as appears from this very record ( I. A. XV p. 7 ). 
The date of the coronation of Jayachandra is actually given in 
an inscription of his as 31st of June 1170 ; and we may, therefore, 
take Vijayachandra as ruling from 1155 to 1170 A, D. 

Jaychandra was also a powerful monarch ; but it seems that 
the Chahamanas of Ajmer had wrested the vaunted overlordship 
of India from the Gahadavalas of Kanauj, even in the days of 
Vijayachandra, as we find that Vigrahapala of Ajmer had 
already conquered^Delhi and recorded an inscription there dated 
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1163, boasting that he had conquered the land between the 
Himalayas and Vindhyas and cleared Aryavarta of Mlechchhas. 
The Digvijaya of Vijayachandra must, therefore, be placed long 
before 1162 and hence his reign must be taken to have 
commenced in 1155 A. D. and his extensive victories placed 
between 1155 and 1160 A. D. (f- 


The epic poem Haishadha, one of the five great epic poems 
in Sanskrit, is the work of Sriharsha who was a poet at the 
court of Jaichand, who was also a great king and, as related in 
a subsequent chapter, died an honourable death, drowning 
himself in the Ganges when wounded in fighting with the 
Mahomedans. The valiant Rathods of J odhpur claim descent 
from the Gahadavala family of Kanauj, as the Guhilots of 
Mewad claim descent from the Maitrakas of Valabhl and 
the Bhonsles of Satara claim descent from the Guhilots of 
Mewad. Whether this claim of the Rathods is well founded 
or not, we proceed to examine in the following separate note. 

GENEALOGY OF THE GlHADVALAS. 


r 


Yasovigraha 
Mahiyala (Mahlohandra) 

I Chandra (o. 1080-1100 A. D.) 
Inso. 1091, 93, 97, 99. 

II MadanapSla (o« 1100-1114) 

1 

III Qovindohandra (o. 1114 to 1155) 
40 Inscriptions found. 

I 

lY Vijayachandra (o. 1155-1170) 

Inac. 1168 
! 

V Jayachandra* (Jaichand) 
(1170-1193 A. D.) Insc. 1175, 76 See. 


” This name is usually spelt as Jayachchandra In inscriptions apparently a miswrltini 
of snSravers olinsorlptlonB. 



NOTE 1— EATHODS AND GAHAEWAES. 


The tradition of the Eathods of Jodhpur is that their ancestor Sihaji 
who firct came to Marwad was a grand-nephew (some say a great-grand- 
son) of Jayachand and the Gaharwars of U. P. whose chief representative 
at present is the Eaja of Eantit in Mirzapur District consider themselves 
the direct descendants of Jaichand. Now when the family name 
Gahadavala was actually found raet-tioned in some of tho' grants of the 
kings of Eanauj, the question was discussed whether the Eathods of 
Jodhpur and the Gaharwars ofiJ. P. are really one clan and were 
descended from the Gahadavala kings of Eanauj. Dr. Hoernle in I. A, 
discussed this subject and expressed a doubt for two or three reasons. 
The first is that the gotra of the Gaharwars is Kasyapa and that of the 
Eathods is Gautama. Secondly, these two clans intermarry. And thirdly, 
Gaharwars are despised as not of good family by other Eajputs. Although 
these facts may or may not be true, they do not go to prove that the 
Eathods of Jodhpur are not descended from the Gahadavalas of Kanauj 
as tradition asserts for the following reasons. 

In the first place, in the oldest inscription found of Chandradeva 
himself, the race of the family is given as the solar race (AsIdasTtadyuti- 
vansajatae <&c. ) and Chandradeva gives his name as Chadraditya in 
his next two inscriptions. Tho Eathods of Jodhpur consider themselves all 
along as solar race Eajputs. (Strangely enough the Gaharwars look upon 
themselves as lunar race Eajputs though descended from Jaichand). They 
are, therefore, distinct from the Eashtrakuta kings of Malkhed described 
in Volume II who plainly were lunar race Eajputs. We have already 
noted that their name Eashtrakuta is an official position name meaning 
head of the country and is used as such in Eastern Chalukya inscriptions 
(See Vol. II p. 144) and the name may be borne by different clans and even 
castes like the modern names Deshpande or Joshi. This Eashtrakuta 
clan which ruled in the north is, therefore, distinct from that which ruled 
in the south, though the former may have originally belonged to the Deccan 
as Jodhpur tradition asSerts and Gahada may have been a town in the 
Deccan somewhere. Secondly, let us see what the name of Gahadavala 
means and how it is mehlioned in the documents of these kings of Kanauj. 
The modern name Gaharwar of which the original form Gahadavala is 
known only recently has been fancifully explained as meaning gharhahar 
(out of home) orgrahavara (subduer of the planet Saturn, Mirzapur Gazet- 
teer p. 204); but now that we have to explain the original form Gahadavala, 
taking a hint from the similar name Jammuwal among Eshatriyas and 
Agarwal among Vaisyas we think that Gahadavala means belonging 
to the town of Gahada. It seems thus to be not a clan name but a family 
name based on town of residence. Probably the dpoto was given to diB-^ 
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tinguish this family of Rathods from other families and the name was a 
popular one. In most of the inscriptions of the Gahadavalas of Kanauj it is 
not given but simply the vam^a viz. the solar, is mentioned, as^noted before 
even in the oldest inscription of Ohandradeva. The name Gahadavala is 
found in the inscriptions which were written when Govindachandra was a 
young man acting as Yuvaraja under Madanapala. It is curious to note 
that .these inscriptions depart from the settled form of the inscriptions of ' 
these Kanauj kings. Instead of beginning with invoking blessings of Sri, 
they begin with a salutation to D2modara and say that In the Gahadavala 
vamsa was born king Mahlyala (I. A. XIV p. 103 and E. I. II p. 358) or 
Mahitala (I. A. XVIII p. 15. Probably here also the reading should have been 
Mahiyal which is the more popular form of the name). These inscriptions 
were drawn up in the Panohala country and use the popular name of 
the family Gahadavala. Apparently it was not the clan name of the 
family and it has not been used in records drawn up in the usual style 
adopted by the court. 

But the strongest reason which appears to prove to our mind conclu- 
sively, that Gahadavala was not the clan name of the family, is that this 
name does not appear in the list of the 36 royal clans of India accepted 
throughout the Rajput world. When this list was made and the number 
36 fixed can be surmised with tolerable certainty.^ We_have already shown 
in Volume II (p. 32) that Kalhapa who wrote his Rajatarangi^I m 1154 
A. D. mentions the number 36 of the royal clans of Rajputs. The list 
must have been made before this date. Secondly as the list contains the 
name of the Kaohhawahas who came to the front about the end of the 
10th century, it is clear that the enumeration was made in the 3,1th century 
A. D. Why such an enumeration was made we shall have to discuss later 
on when describing the social condition of India in this sub-period ; but we 
may state here that while in the preceding sub-period (800-1000) caste was 
fluid and intermarriages between the Indian castes on Anuloma basis too 
place (Vol.H p. 179), such intermarriages ceased in the third sub-perio 
(1000-1200) and every caste began to consolidate itself and introduced rigiu 
rules of marriage. It was natural that the Rajputs also should consolidate 
their sub-caste at this time and we are, therefore, doubly sure that t is 
enumeration of 36 clans was made during the 11th century. Nay we even 
surmise from the very interesting verse noted later on in one of these 
inscriptions of Govindachandra (I. A. XVII p. 15 made as Yuvaraja, w lo 
contains more popular ideas than any other inscription quoted in the 
appendix), that the consolidation of the solar and lunar race Kshatriya 
clans must have taken place in the orthodox revival under Chandra the 
first Gahadavala king. Now as the enumeration of 36 families was^made 
at this time, if Gahadavala had been a clan name, it would most assuredly 
have been enumerated in the list separately. The supposition may be 
made that the enumeration was made before the rise of the Gahadava as 
of Kanauj, say, in the first half of the 11th century and it is hence that the 
name Gahadavala does not appear in the liati. But surely Chanda Bardhi 
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I'Gcited the names of the 36 royal families at the time of Prithviraja and 
Jaichand when the Gahadavalas were in their glory, and most assuredly 
the name could not have been omitted from this list of Chand. It was 
impossible that such a powerful Eajput family as that of Jaichand should 
have been omitted by Chand when even minor families found mention in 
the list. We hold this list in the Easa to be the oldest we have (Vol. II 
p. 23) ; but supposing that the Easa is a fabrication throughout of the 
sixteenth century A. D. (we think it is an amplification of an original 
nucleus made about that time) and that Gaharwars being not considered 
good Eajputs were omitted in the list of the 36, we have still two other 
lists, viz. the Jain list and the Eumarapala-charita lists given by Tod which 
are very old but later than the rise of the Gahadavalas, as the date of 
Eumarapala, we have seen, is 1143-1173 and Eumarapala-charita must be 
necessarily later. But these lists also do not mention the Gaharwars as 
•a separate clan. In the days of J aichand and at least a century or two later 
the Gahadavalas must have been famous in India and their name could not 
have been omitted from the lists, which again had ample opportunity to 
mention their name as the names enumerated therein fall short of 36, the 
accepted number. Indeed in the Rambba-maniari drama by Nayachandra 
dated about 1400 A. D. in which Jaichand is the hero, in the very first 
epithet applied to him by the Sutradhara we have a reference to this list, 
Jaichand is said to ba the forehead ornament of the 36 royal clans* of Iksh- 
vakuvam^a. It is, therefore, certain that Gahadavala was not the name of 
a clan but of a family based on the town of residence. To what principal 
clan did these GahadavSla kings belong? Very probably to the Rathod 
clan whose name is included in the list of 36. There is, in our view, a 
strong indication of this in the Badaun Rashtrakuta inscription the date 
of which has not been ascertained but which certainly is anterior to the 
fall of Jaichand ; as it mentions that one king of the line, Madanapala, 
made incursions of Hamira impossible (See E. I» I, p. 64). Now this 
inscription opens witht the expression “ protected by the arms of the kings 
belonging to the famous and Akhila (all-pervading) Rashtrakuta clan 
This suggests that -the Rashtrakuta kula consisted of many branches and 
they protected or reigned over the whole of Panchala which included Eanau j. 
Indeed the kingdom of Eanauj was always known as the kingdom of Panchala 
(Al-Beruni states that Eanauj was famous for Pandavas meaning the Pan- 
obalas who were their foremost supporters and Draupadi belonged to their 
country). The word Akhila in this verse would be meaningless if it did 
not refer to the other Rashtrakuta branches ruling in Panchala itself. 
This is a very old authority dating from before the last days of Jaichand 
to hold that Jaichand was also a Rathod as he is everywhere represented 
to'be in later history. And there is no other family among the 36 clans 
to which the Gahadavalac have been assigned as a branch in any tradition 






THE THIRD SET OF HINDU KINGDOMS 

or record and we may conclude that the Gahatwars of U K and the 
Rathods of Jodhpur are one clan viz. Rashtakuta. 

The reasons which are alleged as going against this conclusion are 
according to our view, of no great validity. The gotra of Gaharwars is 
now no doubt Kasyapa, but it is likely that the Gahadavala direct descen- 
dants being deprived of their greatness could not maintain regular 
Purohits as kings do and can, and gradually lost memory of their gotra. 
When on rare occasions the gotrotchara becomes necessary, to those who 
do not^ recollect their gotra, the Kasyapa gotra is usually assigned. Or 
more probably the Gaharwars took other Purohitas in their days of 
adversity and following the dictum of Vijnanesvara that Kshatriyas have 
no gotras of their own but have to take the gotras of their Purohitas 
adopted a new gotra, viz. Kasyapa. Perhaps the descendants of Sibaji in 
Jodhpur may have adopted a new gotra (Gautama) similarly, the original 
gotra of the GahadavSls being Kasyapa; but the probability is otherwise for 
in the Rambha-manjari drama of Nayachandra king Jaichand addresses 
his queen as ‘ornament of the Kasyapa gotra*. (Among Rajput kings it is 
usual to address queens by their paternal gotra or kula as Ohauhani &o.)» 
The inscriptions of the Gahadavalas do not unfortunately mention their 
•gotra ; indeed inscriptions of the Rajput families of the time do not usually 
mention their gotras. We personally made careful enquiries at Kanauj 
to find out, from some Brahmin family, this gotra or to discover some 
old paper relating to the muoh-talked-of Rajasuya sacrifice performed by 
Jaichand at which the ancestors of noted Eanaujia Brahmin families acted 
as priests but no clue could be got to the gotra of Jaichand. The differ- 
ence of gotra for the above reasons does not, in our view, invalidate the 
conclusion we have arrived at. 

Nor does the fact that Rathods and Gaharwars intermarry. The fact 
is disputed by many ; but even if it is admitted, we cannot thereby sup- 
pose that they were not one clan before. Indeed some Kshatriya clans 
have begun to marry within the clan itself especially in the Panjab an^ we 
were told at Jammu that even in the same gotra, after 25 generations, a 
Smriti text allowed inter-marriage. Though this is incorrect, it is un- 
deniable that inter-manriages have begun to take place in the same clan. 
And as Gaharwar has later become practically a separate clan being men- 
tioned in the fourth list of Tod, such rare intermarriages might take place 
now and then. It may, however, be noted that the rule of exogamy is 
strictly observed by the Rajputs of Rajputana based on the enumeration 
of 36 clans though perhaps the gotra rule is not observed. Thus, for in- 
stance, the Jade jas and the Chudasamas intermarry though of the same 
gotra and both are outside the older three lists of 36 clans, being men- 
tioned in the fourth as separate clans. 

Lastly, the suggestion that Gaharwars are looked down upon by other 
Rajputs is not correct. And if they are, there must be other reasons 
which apply to the Gaharwars of the present day. The fact now kno^p 
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that the ruling family of Kanauj was Gahadavala must finally set at rest 
such an idea, for Jaiohand and Govindachandra and Chandra were considered 
best Eajputs of their days. It is suggested by Sir Vincent Smith that the 
Gahadavalas were originally Bhars. There is no proof whatever of this 
supposition. There is an important vetse^ in the interesting inscription 
of Madanapala-Govindohandra already noticed ( I. A. XVIII p. 15 ) 
which may be quoted in this connection. The verse may be translated 
thus; ‘'When the two famous races of Kshatriyas born of the Sun and the 
Moon were desolate, the creator thinking that the whole world is nearly 
void of the sound of Veda recitation inclined his mind to incarnate himrelf 
to re-establish the ways of religion as also to rehabilitate the two famous 
races of Kshatriyas “ Then there was born in the above family king Sri- 
Chandradeva crest-jewel of kings and he dispelled the darkness caused by 
the insolent soldiers of the enemy”. This shows that Chandra, the founder 
of the Gahadavala family, was then popularly considered as having 
rehabilitated the solar and lunar race Kshatriyas and the Vedic religion. 
It seems clear that he was looked upon as an orthodox Kshalriya who was 
well-versed, like Rama, in both Veda and the Dhanurveda-vidyS. This 
also shows that there was a great slaughter before that time of Kshatriyas 
by the forces of Mahmud and his successor Masa’ud and also a great 
relaxation in the observance of the Vedic religion in the conduct of the 
remnant.- Ohandradeva Gahadavala was, therefore, properly enough looked 
upon as an incarnation of Brahm2 himself, the first reciter of the Veda 
and the creator of Brahmins and Kshatriyas. It cannot, therefore, be sup- 
posed that the Gahadavala family of Kanauj could in lihose days have been 
looked down upon as lower grade Kshatriya ; and it ought to have been 
enumerated among the 36 royal clans ; and was in fact included under the 
chief clan name Rathod. 

Before closing we may mention two other inferences which arise 
from the above verses, viz. that in the first half of the 12th century the 
Kshatriya races were looked upon as only two and not three including the 
Agni-vamsa. The word vam^a again is used in two senses, viz. race and clan 
as it is used in these two senses in the above verses as also in the verses 
from the Rasa quoted in Vol. II p. 22, enumerating the 36 vam^as. And 
thirdly at this period the theory that there are no Kshatriyas in the Kali 
age had not come into existence or into currency in northern India at least 
where this inscription was recorded wherein Brahma is described as actu- 
ally rehabilitating the solar and lunar races of Kshatriyas by inoarnating 
himself as Ohandradeva. This corroborates the view wo have maintained 
in Volume II Appendix IV p. 312-317. 
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NOTE 3— DO THE RATHODS OR GAHADAVaLAS BELONG 

TO THE DECOAN ? 

The Rathods of Jodhpur and Bikaner are, according to our view, dis- 
tinct from the Rashtrakutas of Malkhed described in Volume II, as they 
in their inscriptions describe themselves as ChandravamsT, being descended 
from Satyaki. But the Rathods of Jodhpur-Bikaner and also the Gahada- 
valas of Kanauj are SuryavamsI from their records and inscriptions. 
If they, therefore, came from the Deccan, they must have belonged to a 
separate clan bearing the same oflioial name Rashtrakuta. Did they, how- 
ever, come from the Deccan as is generally believed ? We will discuss this 
question in this note from bardic records as also from the Rarabha-raanjarl 
Natika in which Jaichand is the hero. 

The QShadavalas in their inscriptions do not say that they came from 
the Deccan as the Senas of Bengal in their inscriptions distinctly say that 
they came from Karpata and call themselves Karpata-Kshatriyas. But 
non-mention is not conclusive unless the mention is necessary. The offi- 
cial bardic record book in the Bikaner State Library states that the Rathods 
originally belonged to Ayodhya and a king thence went direct to Kanauj 
and took possession of it. This is, however, not quite reliable, as Kanauj 
is known, in historic times from about 400 A. D. to the 11th century A. D., 
to have been in the possession of the Maukhatis, the Vardhanas, the 
Varmas and the Pratiharas (sea Vol. I and II). Moreover, this record 
mentions Jaichand and his father Bijepal, but not Govindachandra and 
his ancestors. The bardic record at Jodhpur does not also give Govinda- 
chandra and his predecessors. In one bardic book at Jodhpur, no reference 
is made to the Deccan as at Bikaner, but in another it is stated that a 
king named NandapSla sou of Vipula became king of KarpStaka and his 
descendants came to Kanauj and Jaichand son of Bijepal is given as the 
last. Bijepal's father’s name is given as Abhaiohand (which may be 
another name of Govindachandra). His father’s name is given as Brahma 
and Chandra is stated in inscriptions to be an incarnation of Brahma, This 
tradition, therefore, inay be taken to indicate that the Gahadavalas came 
from the Deccan Karpataka. But the name of Kalyan city is not mention- 
ed even in this record. 

In the corresponding record with the Rajapurohita, the heading of the 
whole record is given as '‘Ayodhya, then Konkana Desa, Gada Kalyapa 
Karpataka desa, then Kanauj”. This is again ambiguous ; for there is a 
Kalyan both in the Konkan as also in Karpataka. The latttr Kalyan was, 
however, founded by Somesvara Chalukya about the latter half of the 
11th century and the Gahadavalas could not have come from there. It 
may, however, be that they first went to Konkan, and thence to Karpataka, 
and finally thence to Kanauj. 

Notwithstanding this ambiguity, there are indications that the 
Rathods alias Gahadavalas came from the Deccan. In the first place, the 
word Rashtrakuta as the name of an officer is fonnd in southern inscrip- 
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tioDS only. In fact the word Eaohtra as denoting a kingdom or province 
is found in the Deccan only (see the Malla Eashtra, Gopa Rashtra and 
Pandu Rashtra of the Mahabharata and Rashtrika of Asoka inscriptions). 
Secondly, the tradition at Jodhpur is that the family goddess idol was 
brought from the Deccan by a Rathod prince named Khes (ancestor of the 
Jodhpur family) and is called by the Deccani name Naganeohi. Thirdly, it 
is strange to discover a Marathi passage in the Rambha-manjari Natika of 
Nayaohandra Suri who wrote this drama about 200 years after Jaichand 
who is the hero. The customary eulogy of Vaitalikas in the beginning of the 
first act in which the praises of Jaichand are sung is, strangely enough, in 
Marathi, though nearly the whole of the drama is in the courtly Mahara- 
shtri or Sauraseni Prakrit. This passage is worth quoting and we do it 
below,* It may indicate that Nay achandr a was a Jain pandit from the 
Deccan'; but it is more indicative of the probability that the family bards of 
Jaichand must have belonged to the Deccan and that it was customary to 
sing these praises in Marathi. The Gahadavala family thus seems to have 
come from the Deccan and the tradition was still current in Nayachandra 
Suri’s time. In the tenth and eleventh centuries, the Kshatriyas of the 
south and north were not differentiated and the Deccan Gabadavalas wore 
indeed looked upon as best Rajputs, as the very first epithet of Jaichand 
in this drama proves,. This Deccan Eashtrakuta clan seems to have 
spread over the whole of Northern India from Badaun to Mithila as 
inscriptions of the 11th century A, D. prove, and one branch of it which 
conquered Kanauj was called Gahadavala. We must indeed state here 
that these Rashtrakutas of the Deccan must have come there from the 
north originally, as all Kshatriyas or Aryans came to the Deccan from the 
north-west. We even find the name Rashtrika in the north in an edict 
of Asoka, and the Rashtrakutas must have come to the Deccan from 
the Panjab originally. 

Before concluding we may draw the attention of the reader to two 
important facts which appear from this drama though we have noticed 
them elsewhere. The very first epithet is that the Gahadavalas were 
considered the forehead-ornament of the 36 royal clans, thus showing that 
the Gahadavalas, if they had been a separate clan, ought to have found a 
mention in the old lists of the 36 royal families. Secondly, Jaichand ad- 
dresses his chief queen as Kasyapa-kula-nandini in this drama. As among 
the Rajputs queens are distinguished by their parent’s family names, such 
as Ohauhani, etc., even in modern times, this indicates that the queen’s 
father belonged to the Kasyapa gotra and that, therefore, the gotra of 
the Gahadavalas could not have been Kasyapa or Sandilya. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

THE PaLAS of BENGAL. 

We gave the history of the Palas of Bengal during the 
Second sub-period of our history in Vol. II Chap. IX ending 
with Mahipala I. The Pala dynasty continued to rule through- 
out the third sub-period (1000-1200) also, a remarkable case of 
long-lived kingly line as Sir Vincent Smith rightly remarks. 
We may, however, divide it into two portions which curiously 
enough fall at Mahipala I about the beginning of this sub-period. 
It is a fact mentioned in most Pala records that Mahipala or 
his father lost the kingdom about this time. It is usually 
stated that Mahipala won back the paternal kingdom which 
had been taken possession of by persons who" were not entitled 
to it. * (See Samath inscription dated 1026 A. D. I; A. XIV 
p. 136). Sir Vincent Smith has given in I. A. 1906 a list of Psla 
kings with, detailed information of all their records found till 
then and has also given their genealogy as also probable dates 
of accession of the Pala kings. We give at the end this gene- 
alogy from Mahipala I onwards with the dates'^ of each king. 
How the accession of Mahipala is placed by Smith in 980 A. D. 
as Mahipala is said to have reigned long and in Insc. Ho. 17 
the regnal year of this king is given ’as 48. If then we take 
Mahipala’s accession as 980 A. D. we must also hold that his 
kingdom must have been seized by outsiders or false claimants 
about this time and not earlier. Unfortunately, no Pala 
inscription mentions the nature of the usurpation or the name 
of the usurper. We made a surmise in the last volume (p. 141) 
that the shock given by Mahmud’s invasions may have 
reached Bengal. Of course it is not -possible that Mahomedan 
Turks came in those days so far east, but it is possible that dis- 
possessed Rajputs of the Panjab or the North-western province 
may have sought for some territory to rule so far east, as dis- 
possessed Rajput kings always did in Indian history (witness 
the Sisodias going to Nepal after being driven by Allauddin 
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out of Chitor or the Rathods going to Mar wad from Kanauj 
after Jaiohand’s defeat). Row the Dinajpur inscription pub- 
lished in J. Er. A. S. Bengal 1911 mentions a Kamboja king of 
Gauda building a temple of Siva in Dinajpur and it is sug- 
gested that its date Saka 888 or 966 A. D. brings it near this event 
’ and that a Kamboja king (Kamboja is western Tibet) might have 
invaded Gauda and founded his power there. From this king 
or his successor Mahipala must have recovered the kingdom 
of Gauda belonging to his father. This, however, is too early; 
for this dispossession is not mentioned as taking place in the 
time of Vigrahapala who ruled probably from 960 to 980. This 
inscription does not state that the Kamboja took possession of 
the kingdom of the Palas, nor do the Pala inscriptions mention 
that their kingdom was seized by a Kamboja king. It is 
further possible that some Gauda feudatory may have caused this 
trouble and he may eventually have been ousted by Mahipala. 

Whatever the true account of this dispossession, Mahl- 
' pala I began a new life of the Pala dynasty and ruled justly 
and vigorously for 48 years and more. Of all the Pala kings 
he is the best remembered, and “ songs in his honour are 
still to be heard in remote corners of Orissa and Kuch Bihar.” 
His kindom extended to the west over Magadha and Bihar 
and included northern and eastern Bengal and even Orissa 
and Assam. His reign was marked by the revival of Bud- 
dhism and Dharmapala and other holy men from Magadha 
went to Tibet in 1013 and did much to restore the religion of 
Gautama to honour in that country (Smith p. 400). Ati^a, 
another missionary from Vikramaslla went to Tibet in the 
reign of Rayapala the successor of Mahipala in 1042 A. D. 
Mahipala I reigned according to Smith from 980 to 1038 when 
his son Rayapala succeeded him and he was succeeded by 
his son Vigrahapala III inT059 and he is credited with having 
defeated Karna of Ghedi who was extending his power dur- 
ing the decline of the' Pratihara ernperors to the east of 
Benares and particularly in Champaranya. His Amagachhi 
inscription has been noticed in Vol. II and has been thrice 
edited once by Kielhorn (I. A. XXI p. 97) correcting Dr. 
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Hornle’s edition (I. A. XIV p. 164) and lastly by R. D- Bannerji. 

In 1080 Vigrabapala died and he was succeeded by his eldest 
son Mahipala II. The Pala line in its second life had flourish- 
ed for a hundred years and its power began to decline. 
Mahipala II imprisoned his brothers and began to rule op- 
pressively. This led to a rebellion of the Kaivartas headed'^ 
by one Divyoka. Mahipala was killed in this rebellion and 
he was succeeded for a short time by his younger brother 
Surapala. But the power of the Kaivartas in Varendra (Xorth 
Bengal) was unbroken and Divyoka was succeeded there by 
his son Bhima. But Ramapala who was the youngest son of 
Vigrahapala III was a vigorous and capable king and succeed- 
ing Surapala made preparations to conquer Varendra (his 
seat of government was still probably Monghyr in Gauda or 
western Bengal). And assisted by his maternal uncle Ma- 
hana, feudatory king of Mithila, a Rashtrakuta by clan and 
other feudatories and some allies one of whom was Devara- 
kshita king of PithI, Ramapala conquered Bhima who was * 
eventually killed and established his power in Varendra. , 
These details are found from a poem every verse of which is 
double-meaning composed by Sandhyakara Nandi son of the 
minister for peace and war of Ramapala himself and thus 
almost a contemporary record. It is written from Paun-- 
dravardhana capital of Varendra and it relates the story 
of Ramapala by one meaning and of Rama the demigod and • 
ruler of Ayodhya by another meaning. There is a commen-. 
tary on the poem which enables one to understand the- first . 
canto only. The other three cantos remain unexplored and , 
Taraprasad Shastri who gives these details in his paper pub- 
lished in Proceedings R. A. S. Bengal 1900, on this Rama- 
cbarita, is right'when he observes that much historical in- 
formation remains buried in these cantos of double-meaning 
verses (p. 73). 

But fortunately for us, these facts are confirmed by the 
very important Sarnath inscription of Kumaradevi queen of 
Govindchandra published in E. I. IX (p. 319). This inscription - 
is extremely important as it furnishes valuable information 
about three Rajput families, the Palas,the Rashtrakutas and the 
Gahadavalas. We will give it in detail in respect of these kingly 
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families beginning with the Palas. It is stated that Rama- 
pala’s prosperity was secured by his maternal uncle Mathana, 
king (feudatory lord) of Anga, by conquering Devarakshita 
king of Pithi who had troubled him.* Where this Plthi was 
cannot be decided though Stein Konow who publishes this 
inscription thinks it is Pithapura in Vengi country. Mahana 
is described as a fearless warrior in Gauda and therefore was 
a feudatory of Ramapala, king of Gauda and is also called 
Angapa or ruler of Anga or Mithila. Now he had a daughter 
named Sankaradevi whom he gave to Devarakshita after 
defeating him in the usual Rajput manner. From them was 
born the famous queen Kumaradevi who founded the Bauddha 
Vihara commemorated by the inscription. It seems, there- 
fore, that Devarakshita was a Buddhist and his daughter 
Kumaradevi was also Baudha. She was married to Govinda- 
chandra, though a staunch Hindu, whose family is described 
as Gahadavala family and whose father was Madanachandra 
and grand-father Ohandra.f The word Kshatravamsa applied 
to the Gahadavalas shows that they were then considered as 
good Kshatriyas. Similarly Mahana is also described as 
crest-jewel of Kshatriyas and hence was also a Rajput. In 
the Ramacharita above noted he is stated to be a Rashtra- 
kuta or Rathod, His sister was Ramapala’s mother which 
shows that Ramapala was also a Kshatriya. Devarakshita 
to v/hom Mahana’ s daughter was married must also have 
been a Rajput. It will be noted that this relation does not 
contradict the theory propounded by us that Rashtrakutas 
and Gahadavalas . were one clan ; for here Devarakshita’s 
daughter by a Rashtrakuta-born princess married a Gahada- 
vala z. e. the daughter’s daughter of a Reshtrakuta. married 
a Gahadavala and thus there was no inter-marriage between 
Rashtrakutas and Gahadavalas. An important fact, though 
not connected with the Palas, may be noted here about 
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Govindacliandra who was in possession of Benares as we 
already know. In this inscription it is stated that he was ah in- 
oarnation of Hari who was asked by Hara to protect Varanasi 
defiled from Turushka soldiers.* Stein Kohow thinks that this 
indicates that there were raids, on Benares in the days of 
Govjndachandra. But the sense of the above line may be 
taken as protecting Benares polluted (already) from Turkish, 
soldiers. It would not be proper to connect “ from Turkish 
soldiers ” with the word protect ; for the word polluted as 
applied to Benares would be unmeaning unless we take the 
above expression with the word ‘ polluted ’ and say that the 
pollution came from Turkish soldiers. This inscription no 
doubt confirms the fact that Benares was raided once by 
Turkish soldiers but it refers to past pollution and we may 
well take this as . a reference to the raid by A.hmed Matagin. 
In the translation given by Konow the word * dushtam ’ or 
polluted seems to have been omitted by oversight ( verse 16 p. 327). 

Although this inscription is not dated, the relations men- 
tioned viz. that Eamapala was Mahana’s sister’s son and 
KumaradevI queen of Govindaohandra was his daughter’s 
daughter make it clear that Eamapala preceded Govinda- 
chandra. His accession is placed by Smith in 1080 A. D. 
properly and he ruled vigorously over the whole of Bengal 
for a long time. His conquest of Mithila as also his fight 
with Bhima are ; mentioned in the Kamauli inscription of 
Vaidyadeva (E. I. II, p. 350) wherein his son Kumarapala is 
mentioned as the overlord of Kamarupa in a double-meaning 
verse stating that he like E§,ma killed Eavana in the form 
of Bhima and had also obtained the land (daughter) of Mithila.t 
This shows that the rebellious Bhima was a very powerful 
chieftain and fighting him was as difficult as the crossing of 
the ocean by Eama. This rebellion is also referred to in 
J. E. A. S. Bengal LXIX p. 68 to be noted further on in 
speaking of Kumarapala. 
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Eamapala was succeeded in 1130 by his son Kumarapala 
referred fco above in S. I. II and he was succeeded by his 
son Gopala III in 1136 A. D. Nothing particular is found 
recorded of them and the name of the last has only been 
known recently from a record of Madanapala (his uncle) who 
succeeded him in about 1140 A. D. A copperplate grant of 
his has been found and published in J. K A. S. Bengal IXIX 
part I (p. 66) which makes the interesting statement that the 
village was granted as Dakshina to a Brahmin for reading 
the whole Mahabharata to his queen Ghitramatika ; which 
shows that the king though a Buddhist was favourably in- 
clined towards Brahmins and that his queen was a Hindu who 
heard the whole Mahabharata recited to her by a Brahmin. 
We find that these Bala grants are usually made • in the 
Paundravardhana Bhukti or Varendra i.e. North Bengal where 
Sena grants are also made. The Sena kings enjoyed power 
chiefly in Eastern Bengal and probably divided power in 
Northern Bengal, West Bengal and Magadha with Bihar being 
probably under the Palas. We do not know much of the 
political events in Madanapala’s days, but it is probable that 
the power of the Palas must have declined in his time. 
Madanapala was succeeded by his son Govindapala in 1161 
A. D. definitely, as an inscription in V. S. 1232 in the 14th 
year of his reign has been found (Smith’s list J. A. 1909 
No. 30). He was succeeded by a king named Mahindrapala 
mentioned in inscriptions, the last one found being dated 
1193 A. D. He is identified with the king Indradyumna of 
local tradition who is said to have been destroyed by the 
Mahomedan invader Mahammad Bakhtyar Khilji. 

* It is a pity that Bengal was in the 12th century divided 
into two strong kingdoms opposing each other, that of Monghyr 
or West Bengal ruled by the Palas and that of Gaur or Eastern 
Bengal ruled by the Senas. The division of authority in the 
same province, practically self-contained and united by race 
and language, led to the weakening of both and the difference 
of religion must have contributed to the same effect. That effect 
was the almost easy and bloodless conquest of both by a foreign 
power and of a different faith as we shall have to show later on* 
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The chronology of the Palas fortunately is not much in dis- 
pute and we give the genealogy of this second section of the 
Pala line with dates of inscriptions found and probable dates 
of accession of each king suggested by Sir Vincent Smith (1. A. 
1909). These dates will help us to tolerably settle the vexed 
chronology of the Sena kings of Eastern Bengal. 


GENEALOGY OF THE PALA KINGS OP BENGAL. 
(Sir V. Smith. I. A. 1909 p. 244). 

I Mahipala I ao 980 Ins. 1026 

II Nayapala ao 1032 Ins. 1042 

1 

III Vigrahapaia III. ac. 1057 


IV Mahipala II ao. 1080 V Surapala ac. 1082 VI Kampala Yaksapala 

j ao-108 4 

VII KumarapSla ac. 1130 IX MadanapSla ao. 1146 
I m. Chitramatika 

VIII GopSla III ao. 1136 | 

X Govindapala ao, 1164 
In 1175, 1178 

I 

XI Mahendrapala ao 1186 Insc. 1193 
identified with Indradyumna of tradition. 


CHAPTER X. 


THE SENAS OF LAEHNAUTI (BENGAL). 

The Sena kings of Bengal, though only principally three, 
have been the subjects of much controversy *, not only are the 
facts meagre and ambiguous, but historians and antequarians 
have also unfortunately looked at them with one bias or 
another. The Mahomedan historians have written with great 
exaggeration, perhaps in this case only, heightening the 
audacity of Mahammad Bakhtyar and the pusillanimity of 
Lakshmanasena of Bengal ; while Hindu researchers have, 
written about the Senas with a bias naturally in favour of this 
last Hindu king of Bengal. Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar again with 
his usual bias in favour of the non-Aryan origin of Rajputs, 
looks upon these Senas as foreign Brahmins or priests turned 
into Kshatriyas, .while the modern Senas of Bengal who are 
Vaidyas by caste (a sub-caste born of the mixture of Brahmins 
and Vaidyas) look upon these Senas as Vaidyas, It is, 
therefore, necessary to discuss these points in detail giving 
first the history of the Sena family so far as is practicable in 
this state of divergence of views. 

The initial history of the Senas is given clearly in the 
Deopara stone inscription published in E. J. I (p. 300). The 
inscription states that a chief from the Deccan (a DakshinStya) 
named Sfimantasena who was a feudatory under a Karnata 
king and who had fought with and killed there those who had 
come to plunder EarnSta territory retired in old age to the 
banks of the Ganges and founded a small kingdom at Kashipur 
in Eastern Bengal.* 'His son Hemantasena was a powerful 
king and from him and queen Ya^odevI was born Vijayasena 
the first powerful king of the dynasty. He is said in the 
inscription to have conquered the king of Gauda who had 
troubled the king, of Kamarupa and also conquered the king of 
Ealinga. Gauda king here means the Pala king of Monghyr 
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in western Bengal and tie and the king of Kalinga or Orissa 
were the really powerful kings opposed to the Senas. Vijaya- 
sena was an orthodox Hindu, while the Pala kings were 
Buddhists and this establishment of Sena power may be looked 
upon as an assertion of Hinduism, a revival of Hindu orthodoxy 
in Bengal. Indeed the Deopara inscription relates that 
Vijayasena performed many sacrifices. Sir Vincent Smith 
rightly observes that Vijayasena was the first independent king 
of this line and that he wrested much territory from Pala 
kings. But it may be said that Sir V. Smith may not be 
right in assigning 1119 A. D. as the date of his independence. 
It may have been earlier than this. 1119 A. D. is the initial 
date of the Lakshmanasena era, as Kielhorn has proved from 
several inscription dates given in that era and the Saka era ; 
and as Abul Fazal gives the starting year of the Sena era as 
1041 Saka. Kielhorn believes that the people of Tirhut are 
wrong in treating the Sena era as starting from 1028 Saka 
(I. A. XIX p. 7). But though this point may be taken as settled, 
the question who started this era and when is one on which 
a great divergence of opinion prevails. Smith proposed the 
following dates for the commencement of the reigns of the 
three kings, Sdmanta 1080, Hemanta 1100 and Vijaya 1119 
(E. H. I. 3rd Edn. p, 419) which means that he looks upon the 
Lakhshmanasena era as founded by him commencing from 
Vijayasena his grand-father’s reign. Gaurishanker Ojha, 
however, states that the era was founded by his son Ballala- 
sena on hearing of the birth of his son Lakshmana when he 
had just conquered the Mithila country (Prachina lipimala 
Pi 42“45 and Hindi Tod p. 536). Mr. D. R, Bannerji in publi- 
shing in E. 1. XIV (p. 159) a new grant found of Ballallasens 
thinks that the era was founded to commemorate the beginning' 
of the reign of Lakshmanasena. The last opinion would seem 
to be the natural and proper interpretation of the starting of 
the era, and indeed Mahomedan evidence, almost contempo- 
raneous, states (Tabakat-i-Hasiri) that Ballalasena died leaving 
his queen pregnant and Lakshmanasena was crowned even inihe 
womb of his mother. This may be an absurdity like the other 
absurdities recorded by the Tabakat; but it is at least 
historically correct to say that Lakshmanasena was born in 
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1 119 A« D. after the death of his father. And it is natural that he 
should have dated the era founded by him from his birth which 
Y/as also the date of his coming to the throne. But a doubt 
arises v/hen one takes into consideration the fact that 
Lakhmanasena makes a grant in the 7th year of his reign in 
which he calls himself Parama Vaishnava (J. R. A. S. Bengal 
XLIV part. Ip. 7). It may easily be supposed that as he reigned 
from birth, he might make a grant when a child of seven 
through his regent. But it cannot be explained how he could 
then be a Parama Vaishnava ‘as his father and grandfather 
appear to be Saivas. The whole question must, we fear, 
remain unsolved owing to the absence of any Vikrama or 
Sska date in the grants of almost all the Sena kings, as 
indeed of the Pala kings, and the grants only give regnal year 
figures for the donor kings. The chronology of these kings can, 
therefore, be given only, conjectuially in a double set and 
we give two series of dates as proposed by Sir V. Smith and by 
Mr. R D. Banner]!. Some also have suggested that there were 
tvro Lakshmanasenas. . But following the Mahomedan tradition 
we will take it that there was only one Lakshmanasena and 
that he died in 1199 A. D. when he was 80 years old. 

Barring dates which we give in the genealogy, the history 
of the Sena kings so far as it is undisputed may be given in brief 
as follows. Vijayasena was the first independent king who 
ruled over a large portion of Eastern Bengal, the Palas ruling 
over Western Bengal. His son Ballalasena was a still more 
powerful king. He conquered Mithila and further reduced the 
power of the Pala kings of Bengal by conquering the Kaivartas 
Vf ho had rebelled against them and had imprisoned the Pala king 
Mahlp§.la II or Ramapala. He was an orthodox Hindu king and 
like other Rajput kings of his time he was a learned man 
himself and a patron of learned men. He wrote the work named 
Danasagara and commenced another work which his son 
Lakshmanasena finished. In old age he retired with his queen'to 
Prayaga and there drowned himself in the sacred confluence 
of the two rivers (Gaurishanker). 

He was succeeded by Lakshmanasena who was as great 
a king as his father. The capital of the Senas was Gaura 
a town in the present Malda district in Bengal (which is indeed 
30 
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an ancient town). But Lakshmanasena built another town 
outside its wall and named it Lakshmanavatl in the same way 
as other great kings in this sub-period founded towns after their 
names viz : Karna of Chedi founded Karnavatl and Vikra- 
manka of Kalyana founded Vikramapura, both near their 
former capitals Tripura and Kalyana. Lakshmanasena was - 
powerful enough to found an era of his own like Vikrama of 
Kalyan or Jaisimha of Anhilwad. The starting year of this 
era is 1119 A. D. as settled by Kielhorn and the era, unlike the 
other two eras, is still prevalent in Tirhut. 

Like his father, Lakshmanasena was himself a learned man 
and a patron of learned men. Noted Sanskrit pandits whose 
works still survive, floating on the surface of the ocean of time, 
sat in his court such as Halayudha, Umapatidhara, Sarapa 
Govardhanacharya, Dhoyi, Jayadeva ( author of Gitagovinda ) 
and SrldharadSsa. The king was a Vaishnava as he distinctly 
calls himself so in his records while his ancestors were Saivas 
and the modern poets who sing the praises of Hari in Bengal 
perhaps go back to his time. He was the pioneer of the worship 
of Hari in Bengal as his father was the rehabilita^or of the 
Yarna^rama Dharma as also the founder of the curious system 
of Kullna marriages, both of which facts we shall have to notice 
in our general survey of the country in this sub-period. 
“Lakshmanasena was a monarch of exceptional personal quali- 
ties. Trustworthy persons affirm that no one, great or small, 
suffered iffiustice at his hands and his generosity was prover- 
bial” (E. H. I. p. 400, Smith.) 

About the end of this king we will speak in another chapter; 
but the Sena power as the overlords of the whole of Bengal 
came to an end with him, the country being mostly conquered 
by the Mahomedans. But Sena kings continued to rule in 
further Bengal till about the end of _the thirteenth century. 
Madhavasena, KeSavasena and Yi^varupa Sena, three sons of 
Lakshmanasena ruled in Yikramapura and grants of Ke^ava . 
and YiSvariipa have been found. It appears from ^the Tabakat 
that when Nasiruddin invaded Lakhnauti, the Khilii rebellious 
governor had gone eastwards against the Eajas of Bang or 
Eastern Bengal (who could have been none but Sena kings). 
Pandit Gaurishanker states (Hindi Tod p. 438 ) that Danuja 
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madhava who perhaps for the above cause had left Vikrania- 
pura and settled in Chandradvipa assisted Balban to punish 
the rebellious governor of Lakhnauti by preventing his escape 
by water, and that four kings ruled in succession after Danuia- 
madhava in Chandrapur, the last being Jayadeva with whom 
the Sena dynasty ended. 

Having given this short sketch of the Sena kings so far as 
their history has been made out, we will conclude with notic- 
ing the disputed question as to who these kings were by caste. 
The other disputed question as to how Lakhnauti fell 
we will, as stated before, discuss in our last chapter. It is 
maintained by Dr. D. R Bhandarkar that these Sena kings be- 
longed to the Brahmakshatra caste which is even now found 
all over India. But it is clear that these Sena kings were 
Aryan Kshatriyas or Eajputs belonging to the lunar race. They 
were neither Brahmakshatra by caste jas Dr. Bhandarkar main- 
tains nor Vaidya as the modern Vaidyas of Bengal believe. 
For the Deopara inscription noted above distinctly begins with 
the statement that Samantasena was born in the lunar vam^a. 
How this statement can only be made about a Rajput, for nei- 
ther Brahmakshatras nor Vaidyas have any solar race or lunar 
race distinction. Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar, obsessed with the 
bias noted in the beginning, directs his attention only to the 
word ‘Brahmakshatriyanam* in the verse about Samantasena 
and omits to notice that in the very preceding verse, these kings 
are said to be born in the lunar race. The word Brahmaksha- 
triyanam requires to be construed consistent with the above 
statement so as only to apply to Rajputs. We have already 
noted in Vol. II that the word is often used in connection with 
Rajputs of the orthodox faith and mode of living. It is true 
that the translation given by Kielhorn is wrong as Brahmins 
cannot be brought into this epithet which really means the 
head garland of the families (not of Brahmins and Kshatriyas 
but of Kshatriyas alone) who are endowed with Brahma or 
Vedic greatness ( Brahmopeta-Kshatriyanam). In fact the 
epithet ‘ Brahmavadin ’ in the preceding line applied to 
Samantasena leads to the same meaning. The orthodox 
Kshatriyas, as opposed to the Buddhists or other Kshatriyas, 
often prided themselves upon being called Brahma-Kshatriya* 
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There is no reference to any caste in this epithet as the caste is 
settled by the preceding verse which states that they were born 
in the lunar race and therefore could be none else but Rajputs, 

But even granting that this epithet indicates the parti- 
cular caste Brahrnakshastra, as Dr. D. R. Bhandarkar believes, 
what ground is there for the further observation which he 
makes and which is quoted by Sir Vincent Smith with 
approval (E. A. I, 3rd Edn. p. 420) viz : ‘Tn my opinion, as 
stated elsewhere, these were Brahmins of new tribes afterwards 
turned Kshatriyas before their final mergence into the Hindu 
society” ? The suggestion is wholly gratuitous and has no 
basis. It is impossible to argue that because they were called 
Brahma-kshatriya and were a separate caste, therefore, they 
belonged to new and foreign tribes and were originally 
Brahmins who subsequently became Kshatriyas and this 
change took place before they were recognised finally as 
Brahmakshatras. We have already discussed this question at 
length in Vol. II and can only say that this inference arises 
from bias and Sir Vincent Smith has also accepted it from the 
same bias in favour of the theory of the foreign origin of many 
Rajput families. 

The matter is not left to mere inference from the lunar 
Vamsa mentioned of these Senas, but is settled by the express 
word Eshatriya used in the Madharinagar grant of Laksh- 
manasena published in Proceedings Bengal R. A. S. Vol. V. p. 
467 where the birth of Samantasena is stated to be in the 
Karnatakshatriya family of Virasena. Whether VIrasena the 
founder of the family was a Dakshinatya or Karnata is not of 
much moment, Dakshinatya, the word used in the earlier 
Vijayasena record of Deopara, means usually a Maratha- 
country Brahmin or Eshatriya. But the distinction between 
a Maratha and a Earnata Eshatriya is illusory. And in those 
days even the distinction between a northern and southern 
Eshatriya had not become acute as intermarriages continued to 
take place between these Eshatriyas. And when these 
Eshatriyas went to Bengal, they became for all practical 
purposes Bengali ; for they not only married with northern 
Eshatriyas but their servants and officers were entirely drawn 
from Bengal. A Earnataka or Maratha Eshatriya founding a 
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kingdom in Bengal in those days was vastly different from 
a Maratha chief like Scindia in modern days founding a 
kingdom in northern India which is principally governed by 
men from the Deccan with which their marriage relations still 
continue. The Sena kings, therefore, were completely Bengalis 
though they preserved the memory of their having come from 
the Deccan. Curiously enough, two noted northern Kshatriya 
families preserve the tradition of their having come from the 
Deccan* Karnataka especially from Kalyana. This is, however, of 
no moment as Kshatriyas then all over India were one and we 
may conclude by reiterating that the Sena kings of Lakhnauti 
were Rajputs and Kshatriyas* by caste and not of the modern 
Brahmakshatra nor of the Vaidya caste. The word Brahma- 
kshatra applied to them indicates their orthodoxy. Indeed Sir 
Vincent Smith himself states that “his (Lakshmanasena’s) 
family, we are told, was respected by all the chiefs of 
Hindustan and he was considered to hold the rank of here- 
ditary Kb if or spiritual head of the country.” 


•The V as are ihought to be Dravidians and probably Cholas but Dravidas arc entirely 
distinct from Karinafabas and they c&nnot have been descended from ihe Cholas. ' 


NOTEr-CHRONOLOGYOF THE SENAS. 


The question of the dates of the Sena kings, three only in importance, 
bristles "with so many diflaoulties that one almost despairs at arriving at 
truth in connection with the dates of kings who ruled only eight hundred 
years ago. We have, therefore, decided to give the chronology of these 
kings in a double set of dates as follows. 


GENEALOGY OF SENA KINGS. 


According to 
Sir V. Smith. 


Samantasena 

I 

Hemantasena 

I 

Vijayasena • 


2 Ballalasena 

3 '^Lakshmapasena 

I 


Ac. 1119 A. D. 
.. 1159 

„ 1170 „ 


According to 
Mr. R. D. Bannerji* 


Ac. 1080 A. D. 
„ 1100 „• 
1119 


4 MSdhavasena 
Ac. 1205 (?) 


, I 

5 Kesavasena 
Ac. 1205. 

, I 

7 Suddhasena 
ac. 1225 

8 Lakshma^asena 
ac. 1243. 


6 Visvarupasena 
Ac. 1220, 


The name of the last king we take from Ain-i-Akbari which gives 
the traditional catalogue of Sena kings as it was accepted in the days of 
Akbar ( 1556-1605 ) i. e, about three hundred years after the last king. 
It gives the years of the rule of each king and to Suddhasena it assigns 18 
years and to Lakshmaqiya the last throo years. Now the Tabakat was 
written about 1250 A. D. i. e. some years after the death of this second 
Lakshmapiasena. It is, therefore, possible that there were two Lakshmapa- 
senas and in the oral exaggerated account which the author of the Tabakat 
heard from two illiterate Afghan soldiers in the army of Mahammad 
Bakhtyar, the two Lakshmapasenas were jumbled. The existence of two 
Lakshmapasenas has been questioned and we incline to the belief that 
there was only one king of that name; especially as Pandit Gaurishanket 
does not give this name but gives the name Danujaraadhava. But if we 
believe that there was another Lakshmapasena, a great-grandson of the 
first and that he started the era known as Lakshmapasena era, many of 
the difficulties which otherwise appear are removed. Of course we must 
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grant that he started the era not from Mb own coronation but from the 
establishment of the Sena power by Vijayasena as taken by Sir Vincent 
Smith. This is not a new suggestion and it solves, according to our view, 
many problems connected with the disputed chronology of Sena kings. 
The era was started by the last king or by Danuja-Madhava and named 
after the greatest king of the Sena line. 

This first explains why no Sena grant uses this era. We find that 
even Lakshmanasena’s grants do not use this era but that they use regnal 
years. Nay even the Bakerganj grant of Kesavasena does not use this 
era. Secondly, Lakshmapasena died in the 80th year of this era and was, 
therefore, supposed by Mahomedan informers that be was 80 years old when 
he died and that he was crowned even when he was in the womb. Thirdly, 
the expression ¥. 'SS -occurring in a Buddha 

Gaya inscription noted by Kielhorn in I. A. XIX ( p. 2 ) is well explained, 
Kielhorn treats this date as given in Lakshmapasena era. We may note 
here that this is the earliest date supposed to be given in this era. But 
what seems to us proper is that the word atita would not have been used 
in this sense. The wording would have been merely if it 

referred to an established era ( the wordB sfRc5[ and need not 

have been used). If the figure was intended to refer to regnal years, the 
words ‘ Rajyavarsha ’ or ‘Vardhamana Rajya’ would have been used. 
The expression means, as some have well-contended, that 74 years 
had elapsed since the death of the illustrious or revered, prosperous Laksh- 
mapasena. Lakshmapasena’s rule was, as we have already said, prosper- 
ous and blesced and he was remembered throughout Bengal. Hence it was 
natural for people to assign dates from the end of his rule as that was the 
end of Swarajya in Bengal. The date would thus be in our view 1273 A. D. 
This of course does not take cognisance of the Lakshmapa era started by 
his descendant and counted from 1119. A. T>. It is probable that this 
document in Gaya takes no cognisance of an era started in a distant part 
of eastern Bengal. Fourthly and lastly, we have no record to show 
specifically that Lakshmapasena the elder started this era ; and if so in 
what year of his reign. Jayasinha of Gujarat started an era after himself 
and it was called Sinha Samvat. Lakshmapasena’s grant published in 
Ep. Ind. XII ( p. 8 ) mentions at the end only Sam. 3. and not 
Lakshmapa Sam. 3. 

Even if, .however, it is, supposed that the second and insignificant 
Lakshmapasena started the era from a previous king’s reign, the question 
still remains whether the initial year of the era was taken from the date 
of Tijsyasena’s accession or that of the illustrious Lakshmapasena. 
There is unfortunately no definite data to settle the dispute. The Sena 
records give no Saka or Vikrama date ; and only contain regnal years as 
do Bala records. The Saka year^given in Danasagara, a work written by 
Ballalasena is given by some as 1019 and by others as 1091 ^T#); 

i. e. some take it as 1091. A. D. while others take it as 1168 A, D. Sir 
Vincent Smith thinks that Ballala was alive on this date and hence takes 
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Lakshma^sena as commencing to rule in 1170 A. D. My R. D. Bannerji 
believes tbat Ballala ruled upto 1119 from 1100; and Lakshmapasena ruling 
from 1119 A. D. from whence his era counted, probably finished the Dana- 
eagara in 1168A.D. How Dr. Smith takes 1159 as the initial year of BallSla'a 
reign is not quite clear. There is, however, one argument which favours 
the chronology adopted by Smith viz. that the victories of Ballala and even 
of Vijayasena in Mithila could not have taken place in the days of Rama- 
pala, a victorious and powerful king of the Pala line of Bengal who began 
his rule in 1084 (see p. 228). Secondly, it appears from Kumar’s paper on 
Lakshmapasena era ( I. A. 1913 p. 187) that Laksbmapasena must have 
come to the throne at about the age of 22, as he is said to have fought as 
TuvarSja with Kalinga in the Madharinagar copperplate ( J. A. S. B. 1910) . 
If Lakshmapasena’s accession in 1119 is accepted his death in 1199 being 
certain, be must have come to the throne wnhe quite a child. Indeed his iq> 
soription of Sam. 3 or 7 would have to be assigned to his childhood and as 
said before, he could not have been described as Parama Vaishpava. As 
learned Bengali researchers are still not unanimous on this subject we leave 
this subject as undecided yet. 

We may take this occasion to mention a few more facts which may 
perhaps help us in fixing the dates of these kings. In Bengal J. R. A. S, 
XXXIV (p. 134) we find Halayudha, a descendant of Bhatta Narayapa 
author of the well-known drama VepTsamhara was the Dharmadhikari of 
Lakshmapasena. He was a son of Dhananjaya of the Vatsa gotra. His 
brother Pasupati wrote a treatise on Sraddhas and also Anhikapaddhati 
or the daily duties of Brahmins. In the BrShmapasarvasva are mentioned 
kings Vijaya, Ballala, Lakshmapa, MSdhava, Kesava and Lakshamapeya. 

From Proceedings Bengal V (p. 467) we find. that Ballala conquered 
Benares as also Kamarupa which is aslo mentioned in Madanapara inscrip- 
tion of Visvarupasena. Ballala appears to be alive in 1169 A. D. or Saka 
1091 which is the date of Danasagara and in the end of this treatise 
Ballala is said to have conquered Kamarupa by his prowess ( 

It may finally be added that the Deopara inscription found in Varendra 
(RSjashahi Disluot) is undated but it is believed to be recorded from its 
appearance about the end of the 11th century A. D. Vijayasena is therein 
■aid to have conquered a king of Gauda who had troubled a king of Kama- 
rupa (the epithet should be taken with Gaudendra and can 

not be appied to Vijayasena himself ). This would suggest that Vlrasena 
defeated a Pala king before the end of the 11th century, 

The reader will have a suflScient idea of the difBculties in settling 
decisively Sena chronology from the above facts. 



CHAPTER XL 
THE tolHlRAS OF THANA. 

Of the kingdoms of Southern India we will speak about the 

kingdom of the Silaharas of Thana first which in this sub- 

period of Hindu Indian history (1000-1200 A. D.) rose to greater 

importance and enjoyed practical independence. Theirs was 

an ancient country known as “ Aparanta ” in Mahabharata 

days and Sopara (Surparaka) its capital was a well-known 

place to which Buddha had sent his disciple Purna to preach 

his religion of peace and where in pre-Christian days Arab 

and Greek ships came to export and import goods and ideas. 

/ 

The kingly line of the Silaharas was also very old, the stone 
records of v/hich begin with a king Kapardin who was a 
feudatory of Amoghavarsha Rashtrakuta and who made do- 
nations to Buddhist monks and recorded them (Saka 765 or 
843 A. D.) in the famous Kanheri (Krishnagiri) caves of the 
Thana District, wherein Buddhist records are to be found from 
the days of the Satavahanas and Buddhist monks lived from 
about 100 B. 0. down to about 1500 A. D., the days of 
the Portugese. This Silahara line ruled for about five hundred 
years from roughly 800 to 1300 A. D., first as feudatories of 
the Rashtrakutas and then as independent kings from the time 
of Aparajita whose inscription dated 997 A, D. has been found 
and published (Bhadan charter E. L III p. 257). In this 
document Aparajita still calls himself Mahamandalesvara and 
gives the whole of the Rashtrakuta kingly line, his overlords> 
'and states that the last king Kakkala was destroyed by 
Chalukya Tailapa, We quoted in Vol. II from an unpublished 
grant of the same king dated four years before (993 A. D.), a 
passage wherein the Rashtrakuta line is given with the same 
fullness and with an expression of sorrow over the fall of the 
Rashtrakuta kings. Probably Aparajita assumed independence 
hereafter though he used the title Mahamandalesvara from 
habit and from respect for the past, much as the Vaziers of Oudh 
or the Nizams of Hyderabad or the Peshwas of Poona continued 
their old titles indicative of subordination even after they 
31 
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became independent. Aparajita is given other titles in later 
records of the family such as Mriganka and Birudankarama 
and he is said to have sumptuously received king Goma (?), 
fought with Aiyapadeva (?) and assisted Bhillama (of Seun- 
desa). It thus appears that ,he ruled like an independent king. 
The country was called Konkana with fourteen hundred- 
(villages), capital Purl. The old extent and the old capital 
are here mentioned though a larger country including both 
the present Thana and Kolaba districts and even a part of the 
Eatnagiri district including Ohiplun and the hilly territory 
above the ghats called Mawal appears to be under his sway 
from the yet unpublished grant referred to above. This terri- 
tory at present contains certainly more villages than 1400 
and we believe that the number 1400 was an old traditional 
number attached to the name Piirl which was the former 
capital of Konkan and the extent of territory under the later 
Silaharas was much greater, using the same name Eonkana 
but with capital at Thana or Sthanaka. Under these Silaharas 
the country was also very prosperous as an Arab writer (976 
A. D.) had recorded that “ the country from Cambaya to Sai- 
mur, the villages lie close to one another and there is much 
land under cultivation ” (Vol. 11 p. 166). 

Commencing from Aparajita, therefore, the Silaharas be- 
came independent and more prosperous and began to be counted 
among the important ruling families of India. The family 
grew to greater renown still during the reign of succeeding 
kings ending with Aparaditya II, two inscriptions of whom 
dated 1185 and 1187 are found (J. . E. A. S, Bombay XII 
p. 333). The latter calls himself, as others before him, Kon- 
kana Ohakravartin, a high sounding title indicative of inde- 
pendence and power. There were 11 kings from Aparajita to 
Aparaditya as shown in their genealogy and a period of about 
two hundred and ten years (990 to 1200 A. D.) roughly which 
gives the usual average of twenty years per king. Using this 
average generally, but keeping in view the dates of the known 
inscriptions of particular kings, we will assign probable dates 
for the reign of each (see the genealogy given at the end.). 
The first king Aparajita thus we take to have ruled from 990 
to 1010 A. D. He was succeeded by his elder son Vajjada 
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and the latter was succeeded by his brother Arikesarin whose 
inscription (ThShia plates A. E. 1. p. 357 and Kielhorn’s genea- 
logies) has been found and is dated 1017 A. D. We may, 
therefore, assign a short reign to Yajjada from 1010 to 1015, 
We have also to assign a short reign to Arikesarin in whose 
reign we may place the defeat of Konkan by Bhoja Paramara 
mentioned in a grant of his dated 1020 A. D. (Vol. II p. 123 
and B. I. XI p. 81), as his successor Chhittaraja? son of Vajjada, 
has left an inscription dated 1028 A. D., the well-known 
Bhandup inscription (I. A. V. p. 277). We, therefore, assign 
to Arikesarin a reign of ten years from 1015 to 1025 and to 
Chhittaraja a reign of twenty years from 1025 to 1045. The 
Bhandup grant of Ohhittaraia is important in many respects 
which we will notice later on. His brother Hagarjuna reigned 
after him and we assign a reign of ten years to him and to 
his successor his younger brother named MamvanI a reign of 
30 years from 1055 A. D. to 1085 A. D. An inscription of his 
time dated 1060 A. D. has been found in the well-known 
temple of Amranatha (now pronounced Ambernath) near the 
G. I. P. station of "^that name about 6 miles from Kalyan. The 
king’s name is given as Mahamvani (sometimes given as 
Mamvani or Mammuni ) and the record states that the tenjple 
was built of stone, in place of an old temple, by the Eajaguru 
or royal preceptor (Bombay J. B. A. S. IX p. 219). And there 
is another inscription found near the temple which records 
the erection of a building near it by a local officer (J. B, A. S. 
Bombay XII p, 329). This inscription is also of the same 
date viz. 1060 A. I). 

Mamvaniraja was succeeded by his'- nephew Anantadeva 
(son of Xagarjuna) who appears to have been a great king as 
we find him first calling himself Konkan Chakravartin in 
his inscription dated 1094 A. D. This grant (Kharepatan 
plates I. A. IX p. 33) was published by the well-known Sanskrit 
scholar K. T. Telang, who has given the genealogy of these 
Silahara kings with further remarks from records found till 
then. This grant remits customs duty on ships of a certain 
minister Sreshti (merchant) coming into the ports of Konkan. 
This king who is sometimes called Anantapala may be taken 
to have reigned long from 1085 A. H. to 1125 A- P» His sop 
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Aparaditya I was the well-known king who sent an ambassador 
to a congress of pandits held in Kashmir as • mentioned by 
Mankha in his Srikanthabharana to be shortly noticed. He may 
be taken to have ruled from 1125 A. D. to 1145. A. D. His son 
Harapala has left inscriptions so late as 1149 A. D., 1150 A. D. 
and 1153 A. D. We, therefore, allot forty years to Anantapala, i 
twenty years to Aparaditya and ten years to Harapala. 

Harapala ruled from 1145 to 1155, The dates for Harapala 
are found in stone records which are not now available to us for 
inspection but they are referred to in the history of Konkan 
given in Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part I which first gives 
the available information about the Silaharas in a connected 
form. This account mentions that there were many civil 
strifes in the country in the reign of Anantapala which harassed 
gods and Brahmins. It is difficult to understand what these 
disputes were and whether they proceeded from Mahomedans 
who were apparently settled in large numbers in this part of 
the country, the Eashtrakutas being friendly to the Arabs and 
not at all intolerant like the northern kings (see Vol. 11. 166). 
There were Arab settlements in almost every sea-coast town 
from Somnath-Patan and Kambaya down to Cheul (Saimur) and 
they had even built mosques in each town. We have indeed 
mention of a dispute between fire-worshippers viz. Parsis and 
Moslems whose prayer time was loudly announced from 
a mosque at Cambay. The dispute was taken to king Jaya- 
sinha in Anhilwad and he is said to have personally gone to 
Cambay to inspect the demolished mosque and to have 
built it at his own expense ( E. II p. 163 ). This dispute, 
however, appears to have been between the king and some of 
his relatives as appears from the inscriptions (I. A.IX p. 17) 
and Mahomedans allying themselves with the latter must 
have oppressed gods and Brahmins as they were then doing in 
the north. But the king Anantapala was successful and 
suppressed the rebellion, sternly punishing his opposing rela- 
tives and the oppressors of gods Fand Brahmins. Konkan 
remained Hindu for two centuries more. 

We have not much information about Harapala but we may 
take him to have ruled from 1145 A, D. to 1155 A. D. so as to 
include his last known record dated 1153 A. D, in. his reign. 
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' His son Mallikarjuna must have ruled long. He assumed the 
title Rajapitamaha or grandfather of kings and this offended 
the Gujarat Chalukya king Kumarapala who hence sent his 
general Ambada to conquer Konkan. A battle was fought 
near Balsad wherein Ambad was defeated ; but Ambad return- 
ed again and Mallikarjuna was not only defeated but killed 
in battle by Jagadeva Paramara as has already been told in 
Gujarat history- Mallikarjuna may be taken to have ruled 
from 1155 A. D. to 1175 A. D. He has left two grants dated 
1156 and 1160 A. D. (Ghiplun and Bassein) of which mention 
has been made by the Gazetteer but without reference as to 
where they are published. 

His son Aparaditya II is the last king of this line in this 
sub-period ; he is also the greatest in this line. He does not 
call himself MahamandaleSvara, but Maharajadhiraja and also 
Konkan Chakravartin. He undoubtedly ruled independently 
and over a large tract in the Eonkan which retained its inde- 
pendence long after him. Marco Polo who visited Eonkan 
nearly a century later also states that the king in his 
days was independent. Aparadtiya like all great Hindu kings- 
was also a great scholar and the well-known commentary on 
Yajnavalkya Smriti known as Apararka, a work of recognised 
authority on Hindu law, was written by him. It is strange 
that this work is considered authoritative in such a distant 
country as Eashmir, showing the great intercourse that went 
on in the different kingdoms of India even in those days. 
Pandits and classical works especially travelled far and wide. 

- r 

As already noted, we are told in the Srikanthacharita of 
Mankha, a Eashmiri poet (1135-1155A. D.), that a congress of 
learned men held in Eashmir was attended by Aparaditya’s 
ambassador a Eonkan pandit named Tejahkantha. This may 
also have made it possible that the second Aparaditya’s work 
on Hindu law was soon known in' Eashmir. Aparaditya’s 
record dated 1184 has been found and published (Bombay J, 
R. A. S. XII p. 333), and his reign may be placed between 
the years 1175 and 1200 A. D. 

We are not concerned with, nor do we know much of, the 
later kings of the Silahara kingly line of Thana. Only one 
name Some^vara is mentioned by Eielhqrn in his genealogies 
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(B-I. VIII) whose inscription dated 1259 A. D. has been found 
and one more name Kesideva is given in the Gazetteer. But 
the line must have continued long after SomeSvara till in the 
14th century Thana was conquered by the generals of Mubarak 
after Malik Kafur had conquered the Deccan about 1328 A. D. 
The legend of a king named Bimba coming from Patan (Som- 
nath or Anhilwad) and some Kshatriyas from Paithan 
referred to in the Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part II and 
described in detail by Mr. V. K. Eajwade, the well-known 
historical researchar of Maharashtra, is also outside the scope 
of this work ; but it may be stated that their coming to Kon-. 
kan must be placed after the fall of the Silaharas, at least 
after 1260 A. D. 

There are some very important general remarks which 
we have to make regarding these Silahara kings and their 
inscriptions. The first thing to point out is that these kings 
do hot assign themselves in their inscriptions to the solar 
or lunar vamsas to which all Kshatriyas assigned themselves 
in those days. They derive their descent from Jimutavahana, 
a Vidyadhara or heavenly being who in ancient legend is 
said to ' have offered his own body for being devoured by 
Garuda in order to liberate a Naga or serpent. It is, there- 
fore^ natural to suppose that these Silaharas were not Ksha- 
triyas. But that these Silaharas were Kshatriyas and were 
looked upon as Kshatriyas there is not the least doubt as 
their name is included in the list of the 36 royal clans. As 
related before, this enumeration appears to have been made 
about the end of the 11th or the beginning of the 12th century 
A. D. during the reign of the orthodox emperor Chandra 
Gahadavala of Kanauj, “ the rehabilitator of the solar and 
lunar races of Kshatriyas ” or in the days of Govindachandra 
at the latest and this inference about' its date is strengthened 
by the inclusion of the Silaharas among the 36. The Vidya- 
dhara vamsa itself suggests to our mind, that they were 
Kshatriyas; for a Kshatriya alone could sacrifice himself in 
this manner and cut off flesh from his body (one is reminded 
here of Karna’s legend in the Mahabharata and possibly the 
Kshatriya Silaharas had assisted the Naga race people of 
Southern India). The Silaharas always declare in their descrip- 
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' tions that they came from Tagarapura, a town mentioned by 
Pliny in Southern India on the Godavari east of Paithan. 
Thus the .Silaharas v/ere Eshatriyas from the very centre of 
the Maratha country. , They became famous throughout India 
as independent powerful kings under Anantadeva or Anan- 
tapala who ruled, from 1085 A. D» to 1125 A. D. and the list 
of 36 royal families which appears to have been made from 
Eshatriya ruling clans (Raiputs) at the time, properly included 
the Silaharas of Thana. They were Eshatriyas and Rajputs 
though they called themselves Vidyadhara-vam^a^born, and 
their fame had gone as far north as Eashmir where at the 
congress of pandits called by Mankha the ambassadors of tw6 
kings in India are mentioned as attending, Tejahkantha, am- 
bassador of Aparaditya I of Eonkan and Subala of Govinda- 
chandra of Eanauj. Eanauj, Eonkan and Eashmirithus came 
together in about 1085 A. D. (B. B. R. A. S. XII ''extra number 
pi 51) and we need not wonder that we have a clear reference 
to the 36 Royal clans of India, in which number Silaharas 
have a place, in Ealhana’s RajataranginI of 1154 A. I). The 
Silaharas are the only people in this list who do not figure 
in Northern India and who have a kingdom in the south only. 
Rathods and Chalukyas are both northern Rajputs and southern 
Rajputs but Silaharas are only southern Rajputs or Marathas. 

That these Silaharas though Marathas have always been 
considered best Rajputs appears also from a grant of Bhoja 
Silahara dated Saka 1113 (1191 A. D.) quoted in extenso at p. 
105 in Siddhanta-Vijaya recently published at Eolhapur in 
which the SilahSra king styles himself Eshatriya-Sikha- 
Chudamani (crest-jewel of the Eshatriyas). 4. The Silaharas 
are now Selars counted among the 96 ’kulis ^of Marathas and 
are looked upon as born in the Yadava or lunar vamsa. 

The second peculiar thing in these inscriptions is that 
in every one of them along with the name of the grantor king 
hiis five ministers are always mentioned by name. That 
ministers should be considered to be of so much importance 
in this Eonkan kingdom alone is really strange. It is possible 
that the modern maxim that kings are not responsible but 
ministers was known and acted upon in this kingdom. ,Tho 
prime minister’s name is always prefixed by the epithet Sar- 
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vadhikari ‘having all authority’ (I. A. V. p. 237) or Eajyachin- 
tabhara-samudvahana Mahamatya . 'the great minister who 
bears the burden of the care of the kingdom’. There are some- 
times two ministers for war and peace and a minister for land 
register Srikarana, and always two treasurers (Bhandagarikas) 
possibly one for the public treasury and another for the pri- 
vate one or one for land-tax in kind and the other for cash. 
The collections in kind must always have been difficult for 
accounting, being kept in each division or even village. The 
ministers are usually stated to be five ; when Sivaji introduced 
the Ashtapradhana system, he was in 1660 in fact resuscitating 
a practice in the country which was as old as 1000 A. D. and 
even the word Pradhana which is constantly used in these 
inscriptions. 

The third peculiar thing is that the names of these mini- 
sters always end in the termination Aiya which has led 
scholars to believe that • these Silaharas, come from Tagara, 
were people from the Andhra country and brought with the 
kings or that they always employed ministers from the 
Andhra country where names usually end in Aiya. Now we 
do not believe that Tagara was in the Andhra country, on 
the contrary, we have already said that it was in the heart of 
Maharashtra. But even if it w^ere so, the Silaharas had been 
settled for so many centuries in Maharashtra, particularly in 
Konkan, that they were every inch Marathas, by relationship, 
by sympathies and by language. It is, therefore, unbeliev- 
able that their sympathies in 1000-1200 A. D. could have lain 
with the people of Andhra who were entirely different in 
manners, in marriage relations and in language. We do not, 
therefore, think that the ministers could have been people from 
Andhra. Nor can it be believed that officers from Karnata 
must have been employed as the Silaharas were subordinate 
to the Rashtrakutas of Malkhed who were-practically kings of 
Karanataka though they were Marathas. For we think that 
the termination “ Aiya ” is peculiar to Andhra only, not Kar- 
nataka. We do not find in Rashtrakuta or later Chalukya 
records names of donees or others ending in Aiya.' The riddle, 
to our mind, is however thus solved. In this tract of the 
country on’ the westooast, as in Andhra on the east coast, it was 



l-HE SlLAtllRAS OF THAl^i. ^49 

' usual to designate higher people as Arya of which Aiya 
is plainly the Prakrit. The Eonkan is generally inhabited by non- 
Aryan Eoli popula,tion and these lower people always addressed 
the superior people of Aryan descent who came to ^e country 
later and who both subjected and civilized it, as Aryas . In 
Ptolemy’s geography this part of the country is particularly 
called Ariake ; the cultivating population, being non- Aryan. In 
the country above the ghats it is mixed Aryan or Maratha and 
hence there did not arise the practice of addressing the higher 
caste people as *'Aiya”, as we see in Andhra where the cultivating 
population was and is non- Ary an still We may give our own 
evidence on this point and state that we have heard even in 
these days a Eonkan Eoli villager acdress a clerk of higher caste 
as “ Ajja This word of address was simply astonishing as it 
revealed the old practice still alive of addressing higher caste 
poeple as Arya. The names which end in Aiya are not always 
of Brahmins ; for in the Eharepatan grant we have Maha- 
devaiya Prabhu and Sri Somanaiya Prabhu. The Prabhus 
are apparently the ancestors of the modern Eayastha Prabhus of 
Eonkan as also Ananta Pai Prabhu mentioned in Aparaditya’s 
grant dated 1187 (B. B, R, A. S, XII p. 333). Brahmin names 
sometimes also end in Bhatta while Eshatriya names are some" 
times distinguished by the epithet Bhata and Raula. 

Lastly we have to explain the inexplicable expression 
‘Hanjamana Eagara-paura Trivarga prabhritin’ occurring in 
more than one record of these Silaharas. Hanjamana or Han- 
yaman is no doubt a tov/n and may be identified with Sanjan 
of modern days and of the Arab writers of the 10th and 11th 
centuries. But w^hy should the grant orders be addressed to 
the people of the town of Hanjamana only and why are the people 
three-fold ? Along with the usual officers of towns and talukas 
and provinces these orders are addressed to these particular people 
only. It is suggested that Hanjamana was the old capital town; 
biit it does not appear so'and the capital was either Puri or 
Thana and the inhabitants of neither are specially addressedo 
The expression can be explained only on the supposition that 
the three kinds of people there were very important. It appears 
probable that this particular part of the country was specially 
popular with foreigners for settlement, It is unfortunate that 
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unlike China and Japan, India did not keep strict watch over the 
ingress of foreigners and allowed any people of any religion to 
enter the country and settle and even to enjoy jurisdiction of 
their own magistrates. These settlements were three and very 
important. There must have been Parsis, Arabs and Jews or 
perhaps Negroes As important trading communities trading with , 
the whole country and perhaps as very troublesome communities, 
they had special jurisdictions of their own as related by an 
Arab writer. The three classes of citizens of the town of Han- 
jamana had thus a special importance which required these 
orders to be addressed to them and brought to their notice also. 

There are some other points of interest in these inscriptions 

relating to the general condition of the country which we will 

notice in our gen eraP survey. The country contained many 

towns to which foreign trade came such as Sanjan, Sopara, 

Baesein, Thana, Kalyan, Cheul and Chiplun and the customs 

revenue of the country must have always been very great. 

/ 

It appears that the fort of Thana was built by these Silaharas 
as in digging a foundation therein the copper plate of Ananta- 
raja dated 1017 was found. The notable beautiful cave temples 
of Elephanta we will describe in a note. 

GENEALOGY OF THE SILAHARAS OF THANA. 

(Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I Part 11, Kielborn’s Genealogies 

E. 1. VIII and Gaucishankar’s Tod ). 

I AparEjita Insc. 997 A. D. (c. 990—1010) 

\ 

II Vajjada (o. 1010-1015) III Arifceaarin Ins. 1017 (c. 1015-1025). 

! i ■ i_. 

IV Chhittaraja Ins. 1026 V N agaraja VI Mamvaniraja 

(0. 1025-1045). (0,104.5-1055). Ins. 1060 (c. 1055-1085). 

VII Anantadeva Konkana Chakravartin Insc. 1094 (c. 1085-1125). 

VIII Aparaditya I Insc. 1138 (c, 1125-1145) 

IX HarapSla Insc. 1149,* 1150, 1153 (c. 1145-11 55). 

X MalUlkarjuna Ins. 1156 (c. 1155-1175). 

Yl AparSditya II Konkapa Ohakravartin Insc. 1184, 1187 (o. 1175-1200). 

Ke^ideva Ins. 1203, 1238 

Somesrara Ins. 1259. 



NOTE 1— HAN JAM AN A NAG AHA. 

■ The identification of Hanjamana with San jan proposed by many has 
been accepted above. But this is doubted by Dr. Fleet "wbo has republished 
the Bhandup grant of Chbittaraja in E. 1. XET p. 275. Sanjan is the place 
where the Farsis allege that they came in 766 A. D. from Divin Kathiawari 
in their migration from Persia. And they say that the name Sanjan is 
the name they gave to their settlement. Dr. Fleet thinks that Hanjamana 
original cannot be changed into Sanjamana and further that Sanjan men- 
tioned by the Arab travellers is Sindan on the coast of Outoh near Cambay 
and not this Sanjan. These are not unsurmountable difficulties and Dr. 
Fleet has not suggested any other town as the Hanjamana of the inscrip- 
tions. He suggests that it was some administrative head-quarters town 
of the Silabaras beside their capital (p. 59). But this; does not fit in with 
the description Hanjamana Nagara, Nor can Trivarga mean the three 
higher castes, for donations must be known by all classes. Our interpreta- 
tion is that there were three classes of foreigners at Sanjan who had their 
own jurisdiction and who had dealings with the people of the land and 
who, therefore, were required to know of the grant of inam villages which 
enjoyed many rights. The name Hanjamana is no doubt a difficulty. It 
seems to us that Sanjan was a new settlement mode by the Parsis near a 
village which must have existed at the place. The position of Sanjan is 
very favourable as a safe though small harbour just contiguous to the sea, 
and at present we are told there are remains of a fort near the harbour and 
also of a wall round the town of Sanjan. The remains are worth exploring, 
The Parsis appear to have come during the overlordship of the Ohalukyas 
of Badami and in the Konkan there were many feudatories one of whom 
may be the Jadhava who gave permission to the Parsis to settle near the 
harbour. The place became probably a place for foreigners to settle and 
they managed their own affairs and had their own magistrates. The name 
Sanjan was probably given by the Parsis and the country people of the 
Konkan pronounced it H anjamana or Haiyaraana which appears to have 
been used in the inscriptions. Whether Sanjan is the Sindan of the Arab 
writers or not does not matter at all. It is almost certain that Sanjan is a 
Persian town name and it was given to their new settlement by the Parsis 
and not Hanjamana. This was the local pronunciation and it was naturally 
used in Konkan inscriptions. 

It is not necessary to look upon Hanjamana as a separate name given 
to the town as J. J. Mody tries to do. The difficulty no doubt is to ex- 
plain how ra-got into the name Sanjan which was really the name given 
by the Parsis. Secondly, Trivarga may mean Parsi, Mahomedan and Hindu 
inhabitants also. The Parsis do not consist of three grades. Lastly, 
from Al-Beruni’s description given with distances Sindan is identifiable 
with Sanjan and is to be placed north of Sopara immediately and it 
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may be suggested that the -word Hanjamana-Nagara may be interpreted 
to moan the city of i. e. belonging to (not named) Hanjaraana or the 
Anjuman (community) of the Parsis. 

NOTE 2— THE ELEPHANTA CAVES OF GHARaPURI. 

A few miles from Bombay by sea, in an island in the wide creek of 
Thana and Panwel are these caves with many beautiful carvings in stone 
and also statues. There were two stone elephants at the entrance of the 
principal cave which were visible from the sea and this fact gave rise to 
the name Elephants caves given by the Portugese who first saw them. 
The town of Purl is now in ruins, but that there was once a great town 
which was then the capital of Konkan, was in fact, the Bombay of the 
6th to 10th century A. D, is proved by the inscriptions of the Silaharas 
which always mention “Purl Konkan, 14 hundred” as the name of the 
country.- The island of Purl must have attracted attention in ancient 
days as a suitable site for a capital, being at the entrance of a large creek 
which is the natural harbouring place for ships trading along the coast 
as well as with distant Arabia. There are some Budhhist remains also- 
in this island but most of the structures are Brahmanical, and these 
appear to belong to the days of the Silabara rule which began probably 
about the 8th century A. D. The style of the architecture and the beauti- 
ful figures carved, according to Bhagvanlal Indraji, belongs to the period 
of the Elora carvings and therefore may be dated from the 8th to the 9th 
century A. D. The Rashtrakfi talking Krishna excavated the- Elora tem- 
ple and it is probable that the Silaharas excavated these figures in imita- 
tion of their overlords the Rashtrakfitas. And Puri was the capital of 
these earlier Silaharas from the 8th to the 10th centuries. It is possible 
that the Arya Dvaipayanl (island goddess) mentioned in the Bbagavata 
as visited by Balarama in his pilgrimage refers to the statue of the 
goddess of Parvatl in one of the caves in this island, and the Bhagavata 
Purana may be held from this reference to belong to the 10th century. The 
most impressive Travmurti statue carved in the principal cave is, however, 
the most important work of art in the Elephanta caves and it is not known 
to which Silahara king the credit of it belongs. Purl fell into ruin in 
consequence of the capital being remov<>d^to Thans which is a more inland 
and safe harbour. An account of the Silaharas of Thana would not be 
complete without this short description of Purl and the Elephanta caves 
and we have consequently given this short note on them. 



CHAPTER XIL 

I. LATER CHaLUKYAS.OF KALYAN. 

In the Deccan ruled in this sub-period the later Chalukyas 
who became as powerful as the earlier Chalukyas of Badami 
in the first sub-period described in our first volume or the 
Rashtrakutas of Malkhed in the second. Both Rashtrakutas 
and Chalukyas were Maratha Kshatriyas, The former were 
the most ancient inhabitants of the Deccan of the Aryan race. 
They were supplanted by the early Chalukyas and these in 
their turn v/ere conquered by the Rashtrakutas. These Rashtra- 
kutas were again conquered and supplanted by the later Chalu- 
kyas who in their Ye vur inscription (I. A. VIII p. 19) have 
given the whole genealogy from the earlier Chalukyas down to 
Tailapa the conqueror of the Rashtrakuta last king Kakkala. 
It is sometimes doubted if the later Chalukyas are really 
descendants of the earlier Chalukyas; but there is no sufficient 
reason to deny this claim which they lay forth in their inscrip- 
tions ; copying as they do the same titles and taking the same 
Manavya gotra (E. I. IX p. 206 ). The tradition that they vv^ere 
lunar race Kshatriyas and ruled for 59 generations in Ayodhya, 
they appear to have taken from the eastern Chalukyas of 
Vengi; as stated in Yol. I the earlier Chalukya records do 
not mention these facts. However, we may believe that these 
statements are also .true and that the Chalukyas came to the 
Deccan sometime about 400 A. D. Their descendant Tailapa 
was son of Vikramaditya and Bonthadevi daughter of Laksh- 
mana, king of Chedi. (The Tripura Haihayas seem to have 
usually given their daughters to the Chalukya and Rashtrakuta 
Maratha Eshatriya kings of the Deccan), Tailapa was pro- 
bably originally a powerful feudatory under Eakkala; it is not 
clear where he had his sway; possibly it might have been in 
Badami itself ; but Chalukya inscriptions do not mention his 
original capital. Seizing the opportunity of the decline of 
Rashtrakuta power, Tailapa defeated Kakkala and established 
once again the Chalukya line of kings in the Deccan. He is 
said to have destroyed two great warriors or generals .of Kakkala 
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on the battle-field on whom he relied and who were his associ- 
ates in oppressing the people. { Yevur grant I. A. VIII p. 17 ). 
He is also said to have conquered Cholas, Andhras, Utkalas as 
also the Maratha feudatory chiefs of the Deccan and ruled 
justly and vigorously in the country of Kuntala as is ex- 
pressly stated in an inscription of the family (I. A. VIII p. 18) 
thus “ securing happiness to the people ” who were probably 
oppressed during the misrule which usually characterises the 
days of the decay of a dynasty. The Ohalukya country is 
called Kuntala in most inscriptions and Kuntala is identical 
with what is now called the Southern Maratha country though 
the present language of the people is Kanarese. Indeed the three 
Maharashtras of Pulake^in (Vol. II p. S75) have already been 
noticed as Vidarbha, Maharashtra proper and Kuntala and 
these, forming together the greater Maharashtra, may again 
be described as Northern Maratha country the basin of the 
Tapti and the Wardha, the Central Maratha country the basin 
of the Godavari and the Southern Maratha country the basin 
of the Krishna river which distinguishes Kauntala (I. A. VIII 
p. 18) ; and here Maharashtra and Karnataka meet, the Karna- 
taka proper lying beyond -the Tungabhadra and being then 
under the Gangas and later under the Hoyasalas. 

Tailapa ruled, for 24 years from 973 to 997. A. D. His wars 
with Munja have been related in Volume II and he is said to 
have finally killed Munja ignominiously. We have already 
expressed a doubt about this story of Gujarat story-tellers; and 
Munja probably died on the battle-field. But the Yevur inscrip- 
tion and the Miraj plates refer, in our view, to the imprisoning 
of a great poet-king. As the Miraj record is dated 1024 A. D. 
and is very near the event, it may be believed that Munja was 
mprisoned after being made captive in war, though we may 
still /disbelieve his being kept in a cage or made to beg from 
door to door and finally beheaded. This is too cruel for any 
Indian king and there is no hint of this in this record. (We 
understand the verses here differently from the way in which 
they are taken in the translation in 1. A. XIII p. 17). When, it 
is further stated that he conquered a king of Hunas and 
kings of Marwad, Chedi and TTtkala, it is probably an exag- 
geration. But there is nothing improbable in it if we remem- 
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ber that Tailapa was now the master of the whole power of the 
Eashtrakutas v/ho in their palmy days had carried their arms 
as far north as Kanaiij. There is not the least doubt that his 
general Bharapa held Lata and opposed and fought with Mula- 
raja Solankhi who about the same time founded the northern 
Chalukya kingly power at Patan. 

Tailapa had by his queen Jakabba, a Rashtrakuia princess, 
two sons Satyasraya and Basavarman; the former of whom 
succeeded him. There is nothing particular recorded of him 
in the Miraj and Yevur records; but the Kharepatan grant 
(published in B. B. R. A S. I.) was made during his reign by 
a Silahara prince in Southern Konkan. Row this grant dis- 
closes two or three facts which are v/orthy of notice here. In 
this grant the Silahara prince Rattaraja distinctly mentions 
the name of Satyasraya his overlord. But in the grant of the 
Silahara kings of Northern Xonkan no overlord is mentioned 
though in their earlier grants they mention the then ruling 
Rashtrakuta king. It seems, therefore, that Northern Konkan 
was not under the later Chalukyas. Secondly, the names 
of ministers are not mentioned in the grant as they are men- 
tioned in the grants of the Northern Silaharas. Thirdly^^ we find 
the name of the grantee Brahmin with the termination Arya but 
not ‘Aiya’ as in the others. It is inferrable that in Karnataka, 
people used the termination Arya at least in Sanskrit. 

Satyasraya ruled from 997 to 1008 A. B, and dying child- 
less he was succeeded by Vikramaditya, son of his brother 
Basavarman or Yasovarman and Bhagavatl. He has left an 
inscription dated the year of his succession (J. B. R. A. S. IV 
p. 4). He ruled for a short time only and he was succeeded 
by his brother Jayasinha whose inscription dated 1019 A. B, 
has been found (I. A. V. p. 17). It mentions that he was a very 
sun to Bhoja lotus and that he defeated the Malwa confederacy. 
It may be taken for truth that Bhoja of Malwa was defeated 
by this king and Bhoja’s efforts to wreak vengeance on the 
Chalukyas of the Beccan for killing Munia were frustrated. 
But the story told by Gujarat chroniclers that Bhoja took 
drastic vengeance on Tailapa himself and killed him is absurd 
(as the Bombay Gazetteer itself points out), as Bhoja came to 
the throne after Tailapa’s death. Nor is- it possible, as suggest- 
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ed by the Gazetteer, that the story relates to the successor of 
Tailapa, Vikramaditya who ruled from 1008 to 1018. His reign 
no doubt falls in the early years of Bboja’s rule but this fact is 
not mentioned in any record of these Chalukyas of the Deccan 
nor of the Paramaras of Malwa. We, therefore, think that 
it is the usual vengeance story, as imaginary as the vengeance 
story of Prithviraja killing Shihabuddin concocted in the Rasa. 
Bhoja may have gained some success over these Chalukyas 
but in the end he was defeated by Jayasinha. 

But Vikramaditya must have suffered extremely from 
the invasion of the rising Chola king Rajaraja who is said to 
have devastated the whole country by his vast army consisting 
of nine lakhs of men and spared not even women and children. 
But this seems also to be a hyperbole of poets though Vikra- 
maditya’s defeat may be accepted as a fact. This hereditary 
fight between the Chalukyas and Cholas or rather between the 
Deccan and Madras continued long and Jayasinha is said to 
have defeated the Chola king Rajendra son of Rajaraja who 
had defeated Satyasraya or his successor Vikramaditya, The 
Miraj grant distinctly states that after conquering the Cholas 
in the south and the seven Konkanas in the west, the king was 
encamped at Kolhapur in his march for conquering the north 
when the grant was made. The seven Konkanas have already 
been enumerated. They are not seven kings and probably they did 
not include Northern Konkan. This grant is dated in 1024 A.D, 
(946S) and after this Jayasinha alias Jagadekamalla seems to 
have ruled long and defeated even Bhoja of Malwa. Gauri- 
shankar surmises that he was finally killed in battle with Bhoja 
but this surmise may be true of the earlier king Vikramaditya 
(if the story of revenge is to be taken as true) and not Jayasinha. 
The Yevur record which was drawn up in the days of Vikrama- 
ditya makes no mention of any such sad end of Jayasinha. 

Jayasinha is believed to have died about 1040 and he was 
succeeded by his son Somesvara v/ho was certainly a far 
greater monarch than any of his predecessors. His power is thus 
described in the Yevur grant. “The king of Malwa is anxious 
to find out a Mandala (territory) for refuge. The king of the 
Cholas betakes himself to the forest of palm trees on the sea- 
coast, The king of Kanyakuhja hides himself in a valley of the 
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mountain (Himalaya) his mind being restless from fear of 
Some^vara’s power.” The king of Malwa may be Bhoja himself 
as his successor was assisted by Somesvara and the Kanyakubja 
king must be the effete representative of the Pratiharas 
vanquished by Mahmud while the Chola king may be Rajendra 
himself. We have got a graphic account of these events in the 
Vikramankadevacharita of Bilhana, court-poet of his son 
Vikramaditya, which may be treated almost as a contemporary 
record though poetical. Therein Somesvara is represented as 
defeating Bhoja' and occupying Dhara, Bhoja wandering to find 
a place for refuge. He is also shown to have defeated Karna 
of Ghedi and even killed him in battle ( Vik, I verse 102-03 ). 
But this does not seem to be true. He may have extended his 
conquering expedition into the north as far as Kanauj and the 
Kanauj Pratihara king, as in the days of Mahmud, may have fled 
from his capital and taken refuge in the Himalayas. Though the 
Yevur plate does not refer to the death of the Chola king it is 
said that in the battle of Koppam fought with Rajendra Chola 
in 1030 A. D. the latter was killed. The Yevur plate should 
have referred to this event but it merely states that the Chola 
king fled to the sea-coast. As this record was made in the 
days of Vikramanka,.it seems strange that it does not refer to 
the important battle at Koppam on the Tungabhadra wherein 
Rajendra was killed. 

Somesvara is said to have founded Kalyan and made it his 
capital. Where the later Chalukyas had their capital till then 
does not seem clear ; probably they held their court in Malkhed 
the capital of the previous rulers or in Badami their own 
ancient capital. Bilhana distinctly mentions the founding of 
Kalyan, a town near modern Bidar, being perhaps nearer to the 
Cholas the hereditary enemy. Somesvara, like most great 
Indian kings of this time, was a patron of poets and learned 
men ( Yevur grant and also Bilhana, I and lY.). In 1068, like 
other great Hindu kings of the time such as the noted Dhanga, 
when he fell ill with fever, he put an end to his life by drown- 
ing himself in the Tungabhadra, reciting praises of Siva, on 
Chaitra vadya 8th Sunday ( Gaurishankar Ojha ). 

While Somesvara was alive his second son Vikramaditya 
had distinguished himself by his wisdom and his valour; pro- 
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bably Some^vara’s wars were waged by Vikramaditya. Whe 
BilhaBa describes Somesvara as taking Kancbl, he is onl 
stating that Vikramaditya his son had really seized and 
plundered Kanohl. It is not possible that Kanchi was twice 
taken, once by the father and again by the son. Bilhana des- 
cribes Vikramaditya as conquering the four directions while his 
father was yet alive. Bilhana relates that he conquered Chera, 
Ceylon, Gangai Konda Ohola, Vengi, Gauda and even Assam. 
It is likely that this is an exaggeration of the court-poet, 
though it may be granted that Vikramaditya conquered the 
whole of southern India. His father died while he was making 
these conquests and he returned, when he heard of his death, 
to the capital where his elder brother Somesvara had ascended 
the throne. The hero made due obeisance to his elder brother 
and king. The relations between the two were for some time 
very friendly. But eventually a quarrel arose as it was bound 
to arise and Vikramaditya left the capital and went towards 
Kanchi. Somesvara sent his forces after him. but they were 
defeated. Vikramaditya went to Banavasi and rested there 
for a while ; he then turned towards Goa the king, of 
which Jayake&in, a Maratha Kadamba, submitted to him and 
gave him large presents. Vikramaditya in later life gave his 
daughter in marriage to Jayaketin II grandson of this Gba 
king' ( B. B. J. R. A. S. IX pp. 242, 268, 579 ). He then subdued 
the Alhpas and the Cheras and turned towards the Cholas. 
The Cholaking made peace with him and gave him his daughter. 
Vikrama thus strengthened returned to the Tungabhadra. 

Events, however, soon happened which eventually placed 
the crown of Kuntala on Vikrama’s head. The Chola.king died 
and his son Vikrama’s brother-in-law was opposed by certain 
opponents. Vikrama marched to Kanchi, placed his new 
brother-in-law on the Chola throne and returned. But Rajiga 
a powerful feudatory again deposed him and with other 
refractory nobles marched against Vikrama, at the same time 
inciting his brother Soraeivara to assail Vikrama in the rear. 
Vikrama thus caught between two armies successively fought 
with both on^different dates and defeated Somesvara so com- 
pletely that he was taken prisoner. He immediately marched 
on Kalyan and deposing Somesvara placed the crown on his own 
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head. This event happened in 998 S. or 1076 A: D. ; Somesvara 
thus reigned from 1069 to 1076. 

Vikramaditya was the greatest king of the later Chalukyas 
and he also ruled long from 1076 to 1126 A.. D. He assumed the 
title of Tribhuvana-Malla. (As the earlier Chalukyas called 
themselves by some name ending in Vallabha and the Rashtra- 
kutas by names ending in Varsha, the later Chalukyas called 
themselves by names ending in Malla. The first king Tailapa 
assumed the name Ahavamalla, a name again taken by 
Somesvara I, Vikrama’s father.). Vikramaditya started an era of 
his own like his contemporary Gujarat Chalukya king J ayasinha. 
It is a strange coincidence* that these contemporary kings were 
equally great and founded eras of their own which lasted for a 
time only and finally died (Fleet in I. A. XIII p. 189). 

Vikramaditya is said to have married Chandralekha 
daughter of a Silahara prince of Karahataka and Bilhana 
describes the svayamvara of the princess. It is probably an 
unhistorical description ; for svayamvaras or self-choice marri- 
ages were a dead institution at this time. And where Vikrama 
the imperial lord of the Deccan becomes a suitor, it is impossible 
for the bride to marry any other prince for the other princes 
must all be feudatories. The princess was a lady of extraordinary 
beauty as it is recorded by Kalhana that H.arsha king of 
Kashmir intended to invade Karnataka for the possession of 
that princess f this is also, we think, another poetical but unreal 
fancy. Vikram.a as usual with kings of those days had many 
wives and these queens had separate villages assigned to them. 

Jayasinha younger brother of Vikrama who had been 
appointed ruler of Banavasi rebelled and advanced against him 
with a large force. He was, however, defeated and eventually 
taken prisoner, Bilhana represents Vikrama as pardoning 
him. Vikraraa’s long rule was practically undisturbed but a 
confederacy of kings of the south led by the Hoyasala king 
Vishnu-Vardhana assisted by Goa Kadambas and others in« 
vaded his kingdom and ‘devastated it upto the Krishna (I. A. 

"'f qTfrt: i n 
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II p. 300 and B. B. R. A. S. XI p. 244 ). A chieftain Achagi of 
the Sinda family was sent against it and it was signally de- 
feated. The kiog himself had to fight with Chola and there also 
he gained success. Achagi is said to have conquered many 
kings including those of Gujarat and Malwa but these may be 
taken to be unimportant operations. 

Generally speaking the reign of Vikrama was a happy 
period for the Deccan. He founded a new town named Vikra- 
mapura. That literature flourished under him, and that his 
government was law-regulated may be known from the single 
fact that his minister Vijnane^vara wrote his famous commen- 
tary, the Mitakshara, on the Yajnavalkya Smriti which is 
recognised as the leading Hindu law treatise all over India 
except Bengal and which is respected even by the lawyers and 
law-courts of British India. It seems that law was studied in 
India in all the great Hindu states of this time; for besides 
the Mitakshara, we find that Aparaditya Silahara king of 
Thana himself wrote a learned commentary on Yajnavalkya 
Smriti a little after this and at Kanauj Lakshmidhara wrote 
Vyavaharakalpataru under the patronage of Govindachandra. 
The three verses at the end of each section of the Mitakshara 
praise to the skies the rare combination of the three great 
items the most beautiful city Kalyan, the most learned pandit 
viz, Vijnanesvara and the most powerful monarch Vikrama 
“ruling from the Himalayas to Rameshwar and from the 
eastern to the western ocean 

Vikramanka was succeeded in A. D. 1126 ,(25 or 27) by his 
son Somesvara HI who was as great a monarch as his father 
but who was greatersthan he in one respect, being a learned 
man himself. His work Manasollasa or Abhilashitartha- 
Chintamani is a compendium of many sciences, politics, mili- 
tary art, horse and elephant rearing, poetry, dialectics, music, 
astronomy ; in short all sciences which lead to the happiness 
of man. In astronomy he gave the Dhruvankas (constants to 
be added ) for calculations of planets for Friday the first of 
Chaitra Saka 1051, which shows that the work was composed 
in the fifth year of his reign. Coming after a long reign he 
must be taken to have been a grown-up man when he came to 
the throne and he naturally ruled for 11 years only. 
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Some^vara was succeeded by his son Jagadekamalla in 
1138 and he was succeeded by his brother Tailapa II in 1150 A, D. 
The power of the Chalukya line now declined and Tailapa’s 
commander-in-chief Vih'ala, a Kalachuri, rebelled against him. 
Vijjala was assisted by a feudatory king of Kolhapur named 
Vijayarka and also a Kakatiya king of independent Telin- 
gana. Tailapa was taken prisoner but liberated. After a few 
years during which he was almost held a prisoner in Kalyan, 
he left the capital and retired to Annigeri in Dharwad district 
where he ruled for a time over a limited extent of territory, 
while Vijjala usurped the Chalukya power and ruled at Kalyan- 
In 1162 A. D. he again attacked Tailapa II driving him south- 
w^ards to Banavasi, and declared his independence. Of this 
Kalachuri usurpation w^e will speak separately. 

When the Kalachuri power declined, Vijjala being assassi- 
nated, the Lingayat sect rising in rebellion against him, Some- 
svara, a son of Tailapa II, regained the Chalukya kingdom and 
established himself at Annigeri in 1182 A. D. with the assis- 
tance of a loyal feudatory named Brahma (I. A. II). The 
Yadavas of Devagiri and the Yadavas of Dvara-Samudra were, 
however, rising to power and they attacked Brahma, ' Vlra- 
Ballala of the Hoyasala line defeated Brahma and the Western 
Chalukya power was finally supplanted by the Yadavas. No- 
thing is heard about Somesvara after Saka 1111 or 1189 A. D. 

Minor branches of the Chalukyas must have ruled in several 
places in Maharashtra and one such ruled in the Konkan, where 
a grant has been found of a Chalukya king come from Kalyan. 
And Maratha families of the name of Chalke are still found in 
the Ratnagiri district. The Dubai family of Karhad, however, 
though Chalukya, belongs . to the Northern Chalukya clan 
with the Bharadvaja gotra as stated already in Vol. II. 

The later Chalukyas have left so many inscriptions and 
these have been knowm from so early a date (Walter Elliot 
of Madras Civil Service presented to the Royal Asiatic Society 
of London copies of 595 inscriptions of the kings of Southern 
India in 1835, J. R. A. S. IV), that their history has been well 
told by many_ an able scholar since long; notably by Sir 
Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar and Dr. Fleet. And in the above sum- 
mary we have closely followed the account given by the for" 
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mer in his Early History of the Deccan; we have added 
only a few remarks of our own and some interesting new 
facts. It is really impossible to study all the inscriptions 
which Kielhorn has given in his Southern Inscriptions list 
under the later Ohalukyas of Kalyan, as even these are so 
many as 175 from No. 140 to No, 315. But we think that 
the history of the later Ohalukyas has long been well traced out 
by scholars and there are very few points in dispute regarding 
them except perhaps the question whether they were Maratha 
or Karnatak kings, a distinction without a difference. 

GENEALOGY OF THE LATER OHALUKTAH OF KALYAN. 

(Bhandarkar in Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I Part II and Kielhorn’s 
genealogies E. I. VIII) 

I Tailapa NSrmadi Ahavamalla Raparaga (973-997 A. D.) 

Inso. S 895, 902, 4, 11; 19 

L 

II Satya^raya (997-1008 A. D.) Dakvarman (Vasovarman) 

Inso. 924, 30. | 

T" — - ^ -f 

HI Vikramaditya I Tribhuyanamalla IV Jayasinha Jagadekraalia 

(1009-1018 A. D.) Inso. S 930 (1018-1040 A. D.) Inso. S 940, 41, 44, 

I 46, 50, 55, 57 & 62 
V Somesvara I Ahavamalla (1040-1068 A. D.) 

I 

VI Somesvara II Bhuvanaikamalla VII Vikarmaditya II Tcibhuvana- 
(1068-1076 A. D.) Inso. s' 993, 96, 77. malla.(1076-1125 A. D.) Inso. S 

999, 1001, 4, 6, 8, 9, 13, 15, 17, 18, 20 &o‘. 

VIII Somesveca III (il26-1138 A. D.)* 

Inao. S 1051, 52 

! 

IX Jsgadekaraalla Pratapaohandra X Tailapa II Nurmadi 
(1138-1150 A. D.) Inso. S 1161, 64, Trailokyaraalla 

66, 69, 73 (1150-1182 A. D.) Inso. S 1076, 77 

.XI Somesvara IV Tribhuvpamalla 
(1182-1187 A. D.) Inso. S 1106, 1111. 


* Kielhorn mentions here the brother of Vikramaditva Jayasinha Ind his son Vishnu* 
vardhana Vijayaditya and also a son of his own Jayakarna Who rilled subordinately Irom 
1087 to US7 A. D- and died before his father, . 
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The history of these kings may be given in brief as they 
did not rule long and were practically usurpers. Vijjana 
(Bijjala) was a Ealachuri feudatory. The Kalachuris of Tripura 
usually gave their daughters to the Deccan kings and he must 
have been a descendant of a minor chief who had some Jaghir 
granted to him as a relation of some Chalukya queen. In a 
grant published in A. S. Western India No. 10, he is described 
as a Maham and ales vara under Jagadeka-Malla. Becoming 
powerful as commander-in-chief, he set aside his master and 
declared himself king of Kalyan in about 1162 A. D. (or 1159). 
He was, however, murdered in a religious feud. He had a 
Brahmin minister named Basava who founded a new sect 
called Lingayat, more in opposition to Jains than to the Brah- 
mins. The details of this schism we will give in our religious 
survey chapter later. Vijjana was a Jain and persecuted the 
Jangamas (religious recluses of the Lingayats). The actual 
circumstances of this quarrel cannot be given as diametrically 
opposite accounts are given by Jains and Lingayats. It is 
difficult to determine the truth 5 nor is it necessary for purposes 
of general history. It is certain that Vijjana was murdered in 
1167 A. D. He was succeeded by his son Soma (Some^vara or 
Sovideva). His queen made a grant to Brahmins which he 
confirmed (I. A. X p. 183). He ruled till 1178 A. D., when he 
was succeeded by his son Sankama. He has left some inorip- 
tions. In 1183 power was wrested from him by the dispossessed 
Chalukya king Some^vara as related before. The Kalachuri 
kings thus ruled from about 1160 to 1184 or about 24 years 
only. But their reign is signalised by the rise of the Lingayat 
sect and in their time Jainism declined among the VaiSyas of 
the Deccan and Buddhism entirely disappeared ; the Vaisyas 
now in the S. M. country being generally Lingayats (Bombay 
Gazetteer Vol. 1 part II p. 288), 

Of the sociffi and religious transformation of Hindu society 
which began under these and preirous kings in the Deccan as 
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also in the "’hole of India and of the progress and then decline 
of Jr/nism in the south, v*-e will speak at length in the last book 
in T'hicli a general survey of the condition of t'he country will, 
as usual, be taken. 

X E. A. S. IV (1837) states (p. 19) that the Kalachuris 
derived their descent from one Santarasa who according to the 
Jain guru of Malkhed was the Mahamandale^vara of Kalyan 
itself, born in the family of the Kalachuris of Kalanjarapura 
( described in chapter 6 ). It gives the genealogy from Vijjana 
eighth descendant of Santarasa as follows: — 

Vijiana Tribhuvana-Malla 

L 

Somesvara Dova or Rao Morari. Sankamadeva Ahava-Malla, 



CHAPTER XIIL 


THE EASTERN GANGAS OF TRIKALINGA AND ORISSA. 

During this sub-period of Hindu Indian history, a new 
kingly line came to power in the Kalinga country. The 
Eastern Gangas of Trikalinga are treated by Kielhorn as a 
Northern India line properly enough, though Kalinga (modern 
districts of Vizagapattam and Ganjam) is by race and language 
a southern country. But from the most ancient times, Anga, 
Vanga and Kalinga are always leagued together, as Bihar and 
Bengal or Orissa are leagued together in modern! history. 
Kalinga was, however, in very ancient days taken possession 
of by Aryan invaders and though in prehistoric times it was 
considered a sin for Aryans to visit, much more to reside in 
the country, from before the days of Asoka and even in the 
days of the Brahmanas, Aryans came in numbers to settle 
therein. A^oka conquered the country with great effort, 
killing a lakh of people and the country became Buddhist. 
The country consisted of three parts even in the days of Pliny 
and hence probably arose the name Trikalinga (Vizagapattam 
Gazetteer p. 26). This fashion of prefixing a number to names 
of southern countries may be seen in the mention of three 
Maharashtras, seven Konkanas and Traira^ya Pallavas (Vol. I 
p. 286 ). What these three parts were it is difficult to state. • 
They probably meant 1 Kalinga proper, consisting of the East 
Coast Districts of Ganjam, Vizagapattam and Godavari 
2 Andhra the territory above the Eastern Ghats and 3 perhaps 
Odra or Orissa to the north of the Mahanadi, Vengi being 
considered distinct from Trikalinga (Vol. I p. 304). Till about 
the end of the ninth century Kalinga was certainly under the 
Eastern Chalukyas of Vengi whose capital lay to the south 
of the Godavari. The common people of the country were 
Dravidians and these and even the incoming Aryans then spoke 
and now speak the non-Aryan language called Andhra or Telugu. 

The Eastern Gangas who rose to power in the beginning of 
the lith century, A. D„ in their inscriptions, state that they 
34 
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originallr came from the south (Eolahala town - in Gangavadi 
J. jriengcA part I p. 2S7) and were long established in the 
country. Taking advantage of the downfall of the Vengi 
Ohalukvas about this time before the rising Chola power, the 
Eastern Gangas became independent under Yajrahasta. His 
son Eajaraja vras married to Bnpasundarl daughter ofEajendra, 
a most powerful Chola king who practically destroyed Vengi 
power. Their son was Anantavarman Choda-Ganga, probably 
called so because he v/as descended from Gangas and Cholas, 


He was the most powerful king of this family, as usual the 
third and also as usual he reigned long. Inscriptions of these 
kings have been found and as the Gangas in a sense inherited 
the power and the system of government of the Eastern 


Chalukyas Oi Vengi, their inscriptions are very definite and 
always give the Saka era of the inscription as also the exact 
periods of rule of the several kings. Hay they even give the 
exact date, day. month and year of the coronation of the last or 
most important king. And even the gotra of the family with 
detailed descent from the moon is given in their inscriptions. 
There is thus no indefiniteness about these kings or their dates 
and we proceed to give their history as deduced from their 
inscriptions. Unfortunately the praises of kings are as usual 
fulsoine and vrithout much historical detail. But there are a 
few references to contemporaneous kings and from these some 
light is throv/n on the general history of Hindu India. 


The njst important king who rose to pov/er as stated above 
in Trikalinga vms Vajrahasta II. His grant dated 1058 A. D- 
published^in E. 1. IV p. 175-189 gives full details about this 
family. It belonged to the lunar race and had the Atreya 
gotra. The original ancestor who gave his name to the family 
was Gange.ya (no^ Bhishma). It obtained power in Kalinga 
through the favour of Siva named Gokarna whose temple was 
on the Mahendra mountain. The family was first feudatory, 
endowed wTth the five sounding instruments. It was divided 
into five branches which united sometime about the ninth 
century A. D. Vajrahasta who was crowmed in 1038 A. D. is 
first Sbvled Paramabhattaraka etc. showing that he was the 
ist -independent king. .He w'as a Parama Mahe^vara or 
_evout devotee of Siva, as usual with the kingly families of 
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-the time. It seems that he defeated both Vengi and Orissa 
kings. He ruled for 30 years. He has left some inscriptions 
two of which have been mentioned against his name by 
Kielhorn. His inscription dated 1058 is chiefly in prose and 
very terse and gives the ezact time vv^ith not only the year, 
month &c. but the exact lagna and the position of the moon and 
other planets at the auspicious moment of coronation. He 
issues the grant from Kalinga-nagara vrhich has been identi- 
fied v/ith the place now named Mukhalingam in the Parlakimedi 
Taluka of the Ganjam District some miles distant from the sea. 

Vajrahasta v/as succeeded by his son Raiaraja in 1068 A. D, 
He ruled for eight years. In an inscription of his soe 
Avantivarman (I. A. XVIII p. 166) we are told that he assisted 
Vijayaditya of Vengi against the Chola king as also Utkala 
(against probably the Sena king). Eastern Chalukya history 
given in Vol. I (p. 310) shows Vijayaditya ruling from 1043 tc 
1078. Before him there is shown an interregnum of 27 years 
which probably gave the opportunity to these Gangas ol 
Kalinga to assume independence. In an inscription of the 
Brahmin feudatory Vanaraja of Raiaraja (E. I. IV p. 314) it is 
stated that Vanaraja first fought Vv^ith Chola ( probably in 
assisting Vijayaditya) and then conquered Vengi and plun- 
dered it, killing one Danarnava. This inscription is dated 
1075 A. D. and Rajaraja appears to have ruled till 1076. 

Rajaraja was married to Rupasundari a daughter of the 
great Chola king Rajendra but this did not prevent his fighting 
v/ith Chola s for protecting Vengi. Anantavarman son of 
Rajaraja and Rupasundari succeeding Rajaraja became, as said 
above, the greatest king of this line. He has left many 
inscriptions (Kielhorn mentions four against his name, 
Genealogies E. I. VIII). The inscription dated 1080 noted above 
(I. A. XVIII p. 166) is most detailed. It mentions that Rajaraja 
fought against Dramila (Chola) and protected Vijayaditya. 
Anantavarman also himself set up Vengi in the east and 
XJtkala in the west and thus set up two pillars of victory in 
two directions, Cholas allege that they conquered Kalinga at 
this time but it does not appear to be likely. Andntavarman is 
better known as Chodaganga a name which we have explained 
above. His coronation year is given as 1076 A. D. with 
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exact details about the auspicious moment, and be made a 
grant on that account (1. A. XVIII p. 163) and there are three 
more grants of his dated 1081, 1118 and 1135 published in^ the 
same I. A- XVIII in one of which he makes a grant to a Siva 
temple built by his father and hence named Raiaraje^vara. 

In the long detailed copperplate inscription published in 
Bengal J. E,. A. S. LXV part Ip. 240, it is stated that Ohodaganga 
eventually conquered and annexed IJtkala or Orissa and 
thereby got land, treasures, lOOO elephants, 10,000 horses etc. 
as from the churning of the ocean of Utkala.""' This seems to 
sPow that at this time the Eesari dynasty ended in Orissa. It 
is further stated that Ohodaganga built the present great 
temple of the god Jagannatha “ who created and is coextensive 
with the whole world, a temple where even Lakshmi was glad 
to reside leaving her father’s home” (V. 28). Ohodaganga in his 
inscription calls himself Parama Vaishnava. This' change of 
worship shov/s that the Vishnu cult was now becoming 
supreme not only in Ealinga but also in Orissa and a little 
later in Bengal where Lakshmanasena also became a Parama 
Vaishnava. Of this rise and spread of Vaishnavism we will 
speak in detail in our religious survey chapter. 

In this long inscription of 105 long-metred verses besides 
the last prose portion, Ohodaganga is praised the highest. 
He is further said to have defeated a Mandara king whose 
capital was destroyed and who fled beyond the Ganges. Who 
this king was cannot be determined. Ohodaganga reigned 
long described as 70 years in this inscription; but the coro- 
nation year of his son Eamarnava is given in this inscription 
as 1064 S or 1142 A. D. shewing that Ohodaganga ruled 
sixty-six years (1076-1142). His son’s rule extended over 
10 years only. Coming after a long reign his reign was 
naturally short as he must have been quite an elderly person 
when he came to the throne. In 1152 A. D. he was succeeded 
by his half-brother Eaghava who also ruled for a short time 
i. e. lo years. Pie was succeeded by a third son of Ohodaganga 
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' named Eajaraja in 1167 ; he probably came to the throne young 
and ruled 25 years v,’-hen he was succeeded in 1192 ty a fourth 
son of Chodaganga named Aniyanka Bhima. Customary praise 
is bestowed on all these kings in this long inscription (Bengal 
LXV part II) and they are generally said to have defeated 
their enemies. Their coronation dates with auspicious con- 
junctions are, however, not given and this probably shows 
that their reigns were not very important. Aniyanka Bhima 
or Ananga Bhima naturally reigned only 10 years. Orissa 
seems to be now completely under the Gangas as a Gautama- 
gotra lunar-race Kshatriya feudatory of Orissa named Sva- 
pnesvara fought many battles for Aniyanka Bhima and built 
the Svapnesvara-Meghavahana ( Siva ) temple in Orissa during 
his reign and recorded a PraSasti there ( Bengal J. R. A. S. 
LXVI p. 18 ). 

Aniyanka Bhima was succeeded in 1202 by his son Rajaraja 
who ruled for 17 years. Rajaraja is the last king we will notice 
in this chapter, though many kings ruled after him for about 
two centuries more and the last inscription we have of this 
line is one of Rarasinha dated 1384 A. D. referred to above as 
the long inscription in LXV Bengal (page 260). When and how 
this dynasty fell does not clearly appear but the country was 
probably seized by another family in the days of the Bahamani 
kings as will be stated later on. 

We may add a few general remarks about this dynasty. 
It was a lunar race dynasty and in its inscriptions following 
the Eastern Ghalukyas, a detailed genealogy from the moon is 
given wherein Gangeya is said to be a son of Turvasu, second 
son of Yayati. The Turvasus along with the Yadus are men- 
tioned in the Rigveda (Vol. II p. 288), but they are said therein 
to have finally become extinct or merged with the Panchalas. 
In the Ganga inscriptions it is said that Turvasu was childless 
and obtained a son by propitiating the Ganges. The southern 
families Chola, Pandya, Kerala and Kola are stated, in the 
Hari-van^a also, to be descendants of Turvasu to whom in the 
division of earth, Yayati assigned the south-east. Chola, Pandya 
and other southern kingdoms are of ancient date ; but that they 
do not claim descent from Yadavas shows that they are distinct 
from the Maharastra Aryans. The Gangas also in their inscrip- 
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tions claim descent from TnrTasii and belong to the southern 
mir.ed .’TGu group. 

Thess Ganges v»'ete, hov,’ever, thoroughly orthodox and of 
the “eclic religion. They were previously worshippers of 
Siva. They patronised Siva worship in Sndhra which is even 
novT predominentiy Saivite. TVe later kings were, however, 
Vainhnavas probably from inspiration from Orissa which was 
also previously. Saivite but in uhis period became the home of 
Vaishnavism. 

These kings were as learned and patrons of learned men as 
kings in other cointries at this time in India. Though the 
names of noted Sanskrit authors in their court are not yet 
known, v/e may accent the praise bestowed on these kings 
notably on Rajaraja and on Anantavarman CJhodaganga in this 
respect viz, that Sri and Sarasvati both resided amicably in 
SS-jaraja’s mouth and that Ohodaganga Vv^as learned in the Vedas 
and the Saptras and even in architecture and other fine arts as 
if Sarasvati herself was his nurse.* His taste -for architeoture 
is immcrralised in the J agannath temple in Puri, He was in 
this way a true follower of Bhoja of Malwa. The Telugu 
language developed under the Ganges also and we actually 
find Tslugu in an inscription of Bajaraja ( E. I. IV p.:3l4 ). The 
Lrnolibanc: or crest of these kings was a bulb 

ORISSA 

V'e v/ill conclude this chapter with a brief reference , to 
Orissa w'hicl.. practically formed part of Trikalinga' in this 
s- lb-period. Odra along with Pr.undra' was Dravida or non- 
Aryon in ancient times and the home still of ^abaras, as 
also of Khonds, and of Bhuryas and Imayas, of Utkalas and 
Mekalas { Cnttnck Gazetteer p. 1*? ). It was, however, early 
settled by Aryans but these Brahmins and Kshatriyas in 
Buddhist times became degraded and new Brahmins and 
Rshatiiyas came in the days of the Kesari kings and established 
Siva worship in place of Buddhist v/orship introduced by A^oka. 


T~i--vqmv; KT-:; H^DTriT nll^Fp^ ^ f5T?% 

ii (-j. B, A, S. Bengal LXV p. 331 ) 
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' The history of these Eesari J?;iiigs is given in Vol. T chapter 12. 
They ruled from the 8th to 12th century. The Cuttuck Gazetteer 
states that some persons doubt the existence of these Eesari 
kings as no epigraphic evir'ence is found about them. But 
the Gazetteer adds that this doubt no longer can be entertained 
as tv/o inscriptions of IJdyota Kesari have been found, 
one in a cave in the Khandagiri hill and the otlier in the 
Brahmesvara temple at Bhu vanes vara. M. Sylvan Levi has 
also pointed out that in a Japanese version of a. Buddhist Sutra 
sent by a Buddhist monk in 796-798 as from a king of Utkala 
to a Japanese Emperor the king’s name is given as Pararaa 
Mahe^vara Maharaja Subhakara Eesari ( Cuttuck Gazetteer 
p. 22 ). These are nev/ facts which are found in this Gazetteer 
and though relating to history given in Vol. I we record them 
here for the sake of completing that history. The Gazetteer 
gives further details about the temples built at Bhuvanesvar 
by these Eesari kings. These stately temples exhibit the fine 
architecture of the time and the ample resources of these kings. 

Prom Ohola records Vv^e learn-that Orissa was conquered by 
Rajendra in 1021 but the conquest v/as not permanent. The 
Eastern Gangas who became powerful hereafter, however, 
conquered and permanently annexed Orissa and an inscription 
of Chodaganga dated 1118 A, D. states that he was complete 
master of Orissa. The famous temple of Jagannath, as already 
stated, was built by him ( probably about 1150 ) as also a temple 
named Gange^vara after him at Jaipur. Raghava son of 
Chodaganga v/as defeated by Vijayasena of Bengal ( Gazetteer 
p. 24 ) but it is doubted if this is the Raghava defeated by him, 
as this Raghava’s rule extended from 1156 to 1170 and Vijaya- 
sena could not have reigned so late. We have already 
noticed the building of the grand temple of Meghesvara at 
Bhuvanesvara by a brother-in-law of the next king ( Aniyanka 
Bhima 1193-1198 ditto ). 

Orissa v/as invaded by armies of the Sultans of Bengal 
( Lakhnauti ) and in an inscription in a Jagannath temple in 
Chate^vara in Cuttuck District, Vishnu a Brahmin minister of 
Bhima is said to have fought and defeated Yavanas. The 
Tabakat and other Mahomedan histories mention many raids 
by Bengal Mahomedan Sultans into Orissa and even Firoz 
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Tughlao of Delhi attacked it. The kings of Vijayanagar as 
also the Bahamani kings attacked Orissa and its Gajapati 
kings. At last in 1435 on the death of the last Ganga king, his 
minister Kapilendradeva with the aid of the Bahamani king 
Adilshah II seized the kingdom and founded a new solar 
dynasty { Outtuck Gazetteer p. 25 ). 

GENEALOGY OF THE EASTERN G^NGAS OP TRIKLINGA.- 

VEjrahasta I r. 35 years (984-1019) 

Madhakamarnava r. 19 years (1019-1038) 

I VairahaGta II r. 30 years (1038-1068) Insc. 1058 

n RSjaraja r. 8 j ears (1068-1076) Insc. 1075 
TO. Rajasundri d. of Rajendrachola 

III Anantavarman Chodaganga r. 70 years (1076-5142) 
built the famous Jagannath temple. 

! 

I • > - 

IV KSmarnava V Raghava r. 15 y. VI Rajaraja r. 15 y. (1167-1182) 
r. 10 years (1142-1152) (1152-1167) ' I 

VII Aniyanka Ehima r, 10 years 

(1182-1192) 

VIII Rajaraja r. 17 years (1192-1209) 



CHAPTER XIV. 


THE CHOLAS OF TANJORE. 

It is a phenomenon worthy of historical note that in the 
several divisions of India, forceful persons appeared at about 
•the same time and established new kingdoms or raised the old to 
glory at the beginning of this sub-period of Mediaeval Hindu 
Indian history ( except unfortunately in the Madhyadesa or 
Kanauj). Thus Mularaja founded the Chalukya kingdom in 
Gujjarat in 974 A. D. and Munja established the glory of the 
Paramaras in Malwa in 974 A. D. Tailapa founded the later 
Chalukya kingdom in the Deccan in the same year and the Chola 
king Rajaraja I raised the Chola kingdom of South India to power 
and fame in 985 A.D. While Mahipala again raised the tottering 
Pala power in Bengal in 980 A.D., Dhanga estalished the Bundel- 
khand renown for valour in the battle of 980 fought with 
Sabuktagin who founded the young Ghazni kingdom itself in 
977 A. D. The appearance of powerful men of energy and 
ambition in the last quarter of the tenth century A. D. and at 
about the same time is striking and leads to inferences which 
are outside the scope of history. 

Of such forceful men, Rajaraja Chola was not the least* 
He was the successor of Aditya Chola who had already done 
much to raise the Chola power by freeing it from Pallava 
dominion. Rajaraja I by his energy and valour raised the Tamil 
land or South India as we may call it, to the position of a 
South Indian empire and the Cholas enjoyed this position for 
nearly a century not ^ only in South India but over a large 
portion of the adjoining territory. The history 'of this Chola 
kingdom ( which properly falls within the period treated of in 
this volume ) is vv^ell told by Mr, K. Y. Subrahmanya Aiyar as 
also by Dr. Smith in his Early History of India and we give 
here a short summary of it from these authors, with a ' few 
remarks of our own, especially because the records of these 
Chola kings, numerous as they are, are solelyjin Tamil and 
Kanarese and thus are beyond our personal study of them, 

35 
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The Tamil country or South India is a distinct part of the 
Indian continent, in climate, soil, products, population and 
language. It is called Dravida in ancient Sanskrit literature, 
Dramila being another form often used in inscriptions. The 
people are Dravidian par excellence by race as the people of 
the Paniab are Aryans by race par excellence. Yet Tamil 
civilization was high in most ancient times and the Aryan 
immigrants being few were converted into Dravadians by 
language and even by race. The three kingly families Chola, 
Pandya and Kerala are noted even in the Mahabharata and the 
Harivam^a and are said to be descended from Turvasu son of 
Yayati. The country is fertile but hot, plain in the east and 
mountainous in the west and produced even then certain articles 
which were its own viz. pearls, pepper and beryl prized in the 
western world which brought Roman gold to the land in 
abundance ( Smith ). We may add a fourth article viz, cotton 
and the Tamil country produced fine cotton cloth even in the 
days of the Mahabharata ; for Chola and Pandya kings are said 
therein to have brought presents of extremely fine cotton cloth 
to Yudhishthiia at the time of his Rajasuya or Imperial corona- 
tion. The Tamil country was thus prosperous and known from 
of old and Aryan, Buddhist and Jain religions strove for 
mastery here and the same intensity of religious animosity 
prevailed in this sub-period ( as we shall show in our chapter 
mn religious survey ) as prevailed in ancient time and as even 
continues to this day. 

In this old Dravida country and in this old Chola family; 
Rajaraia I came to the throne in 985 A. D. Like all ambitious 
kings he first paid attention to the raising and maintaining of 
an efficient army and then expanding his territory by the aid 
of that force. He trained up the Vellakurais or local bowmen 
as Shivaji trained up the Mawlas and he had several regiments 
of these named after his own titles ( Aiyar’s Historical ’ Sketch 
of Ancient Deccan p. 245 ). He also had an elephant corps 
and infantry ( in which Telugu people were chiefly enrolled ).. 
He kept also select body-guards like Mahmud. He ruled in 
Tanjore and from thence extended his dominion south, west 
and north, by conquering Pandya, Kerala and Pallava kings. 
He even destroyed the Chera fleet on the west coast. From 
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. these conquests he got immense booty in gold, silver and pearls 
which is not incredible. He also conquered Gangavadi, 
Kudamalai ( Goorg ), Holambavadi ( Bellary ) and Vengi of the 
Eastern Chalukyas and even Kalinga. These conquests meant, 
in our viev^ not annexation but mere subjugation of the 
territories. For in Vengi he established Saktivarman an 
Eastern Ghalukya king as his feudatory. He gave his daughter 
to the next successor Vimaladitya ( See Vol. I p. 310 } ; and 
•this relationship was continued as Vimala’s son and also 
grandson married Chola princesses. This sort of marriage is 
peculiar to the southerners who like to marry a daughter of the 
maternal uncle (a marriage prohibited by the Smritis) even from 
the days of Srikrishna and Eukmini, of Arjuna and Subhadra', 
Eajaraja also conquered Ceylon and assigned a part of its 
revenues to the maintenance of the Rajarajesvara (Siva) temple 
he hereafter built at Tanjore, a temple which has perpetuated 
his name in South India ( Aiyar p. 248 ). He finally attacked 
Satyasraya, Western Ghalukya king and defeated him signally 
with a force the number of which is exaggerated to 9 lakhs of 
men and a cruelty which extended to the slaughtering of 
women, children and Brahmins, a thing unheard of in Hindu 
conflicts. This conquest certainly added to his renown, power 
and wealth and enabled-him to build the superb and stupendous 
Rajarajesvara temple at Tanjore and also other structures 
elsewhere which testify to the high skill in sculpture and 
architecture of South Indian workmen and builders. 

But Rajaraja I was not only a great conqueror and a great 
builder but also a great administrator. South India is known 
from ancient times for its irrigation works but the great 
works of irrigation from the Kauveri were built by Rajaraja I. 
He also surveyed and settled the country in 1011 A. D. The 
survey and settlement was so minute that “ even caAgVsoofooo 
of a Veli was measured and assessed for revenue” (Aiyar 
p. 249). This establishes the reputation of the revenue admini- 
strators and mathematicians of those days in South India a 
reputation still possessed by its administrators and mathe- 
maticians. Dr. Smith mentions a revenue survey under- 
taken by a successor of Rajaraja in 1086 A. D., the date of the 
Doomsday register in England (E, H. I. p. 486 3rd Edn). 
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As a devotee of Siva Rajaraja loved the stirring hymns 
composed in Tamil by Saiva saints like Appar and others 
(63 in number) and he set up their images and made provision 
for the recitation of their hymns in the Raiarajesvara temple. 
It may be further stated that he set up the images of his 
father and his mother (who burnt herself with her husband’s 
dead body as Sati) "both of whom were revered as pious persons 
throughout the Tamil land. 

Lastly Rajaraja was a patron of music and dancing and 
he invited and settled in Tanjore female dancers as also singers, 
pipers and drummers. Ratyasastra was specially studied and 
practised in music-halls built for the purpose. Colleges were 
also built and learned teachers were appointed to them and 
they taught literature and Sastra to students in these and in 
temples { Aiyar p. 251). 

Rajaraja was extremely religious, it need not be told, and 
he made many gifts to Brahmins and temples and his queens 
and officers also made such gifts. But the gift ceremony of 
Tuladana made by him deserves a special mention viz. the 
weighing of the king in gold and its gift -to Brahmins, a mode 
of gift which- appears to have become very popular in this 
sub-period as it is frequently mentioned even in inscriptions 
of Kanaui and Trikalinga kings. It is further related tha 
Raiaraja’s chief queen passed through a golden cow on that 
occasion which thus multiplied the gift of gold to Brahmins 
(a manner of gift rarely heard or thought of). Of course 
Brahmins who are real Brahmins and who pass a religious life 
in teaching or worshipping deserve to-be cared for by the state 
and such gifts served the purpose of modern educational and 
ecclesiastical endowments. 

The administration of the country under Rajaraja was 
detailed and civilized and registers were duly kept and super- 
visors appointed for all state business. Aiyar has not noticed, 
however, the elaborate village system nf panchayat admin^ 
stration which obiained in South India particularly and which 
is noticed by Dr. Smith who admires it and observes ^bat it 
is a pity that it is no longer in existence. The details of this 
system we will try to notice in our chapter on the genera 
survey of civil adminisration later on. 
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Rajaraja was succeeded by his son Rajendra in 1014 and 
he was a greater king, ‘if possible, than his father and ruled 
long till 1044 A. D. He made more extensive conquests; he 
not only reconquered the rebellious Pandya and Kerala kings, 
but annexing their dominions appointed viceroys called Ohola- 
Pandya or Chola-Kerala (terms v/hich show that the viceroys 
still ruled for the rightful Pandya or Kerala). He also again 
defeated the Western Ghalukyas (under Jayasinha III) and 
also the Ceylon king. Emboldened by these successes it is 
said that he led his conquering expedition right up to the Ganges 
subjugating Kalinga, Bengal (Mahipala I), Indraratha (?), 
Kosala and even Kanauj. He took the name of Gangai-Kond 
to signalise this extensive conquest and founded a city near 
Trichonopoly by name Gangai-Konda Cholapuram, the ruins 
of which in the Trichonopoly District are still admired, together 
with a vast artificial lake built by him with an embankment 
16 miles long and with sluices at convenient places for irriga- 
tion (Smith E. H. I. p. 466). He even had a strong navy built 
and crossing the bay of Bengal conquered a part of Burma. 
Although these feats may have been exaggerated in his inscrip- 
tions, it Cannot be doubted that he held extensives sway in the 
south-east. For even Al-Beruni mentions that south-east of 
Prayag almost the whole country (the present Madras Presi- 
dency and eastern parts of the C. P. and the Hizam's domi- 
nions) was under, the Cholas. Such extensive sway could not 
have lasted long and we actually find Trikalinga and Chtdi 
establishing their power about 1040 A. D. in the territory to the 
north of the Krishna. 


Rajendra was a warrior and ^also a learned man as the 
title^ pandit is found prefixed to his name in inscriptions. 
He is said to have sent an embassy to China and he certainly 
had a large fleet. Rsjendra is said to have brought Horthern 
India Brahmins and settled them in South India, a measure 
adopted by all religiously inclined kings in eastern and southen 
India of this time such as Ballalasena and others. The Chola 
empire attained its highest glory under Rajendra who was 
as usual, the third great king in this line. 

Rajendra was succeeded by his son Rajadhiraja who. was 
a powerful king no doubt but rather cruel in his treatment of 
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rebellious feudatories. He .killed d Ceylon king and had a 
Chera king trampled under the feet of an elephant. It is not 
necessary to give details, but this shows that decline had 
set in. He defeated Ahavamalla (Somesvara) once but in the 
next battle of Koppam in 1052 A. D. he was killed on the 
battle-field. He was immediately succeeded by his younger 
brother Rajendradeva who was present and who Vi^as crowned 
on the battle-field itself. This is the only battle we know of 
in Hindu history wherein the death .of the commanding 
king did not lead to defeat. The younger brother Eajendra- 
deva by his bravery retrieved the fortune of the day and 
eventually conquered Ahavamalla v/ho is said to have fled 
across the Tungabhadra. It may be stated that the Oholas 
and the later 'Chalukyas of this period and the Paliavas and 
Early Chalukyas of the first sub-period (600-800), like France 
and Germany, were neighbours who took delight in constant 
fighting with each other and who by their bravery never gained 
advantage, one over the other, for any long time, 

Rajendradeva ruled for about 10 years from 1052 to 1062 
and he was succeeded by his brother Vira Rajendra who was 
also a capable ruler. Besides wars with the Pandyas andKeralas, 
he had three successive fights with the Western Chalukyas, 
who divided empire over India south of the Nerbudda with the 
Cholas. The Deccan and South India kings usually attacked 
each other, though the Tungabhadra was their natural boundary 
and though they had no cause for quarrel except ambition. 
Vira Rajendra was successful for a time but in 1070 A. D. lost 
his life in a battle, being cursed, it is- said, by the Jains of 
Belgola whom he had oppressed ( Aiyar p. 262 ). 

Mr. Aiyar’s account ends with the reign of this king but we 
have to continue the account until the end of the 12th century. 
It is strange that Aiyar does not mention the fact recorded 
by Bilhana that Virarajendra gave his daughter to Vikramanka 
Chalukya. It seems certain that after ViTarajendra’s death in 
1070, the succession was disputed and Vikramanka went an’d 
placed on the throne-of Kanchl (not Tanjore?) his wife’s brother 
named Adhirajendra. He was, however, after Vikrama’s 
departure soon murdered and eventually the succession went to 
Rajendra Chola II a son of a daughter of Rajendra I married 
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io an Eastern Chalukya prince. This Rajendra had lived from 
his childhood at the Chola court and .had even given up his 
paternal kingdom of Vengi on the death of his father in 1062 
to his uncle. He, it is alleged, was adopted by Rajendra 
Gangai-Konda, (adoption among Kshatriyas of a daughter’s son 
could not be valid ). Whatever his claim, he may be said to 
have duly come to the throne and started a new Chola line 
called Chalukya-Chola by Smith. He came to the throne in 
1074 A. D. ( Smith assigns the four years from 1070 to 1074 to 
Adhiraiendra the brother-in-law of Vikrama murdered); and 
he ruled vigorously for 48 years counting his reign from 1070, 
and his capital was Gangai-Konda-Cholapura. He is said to 
have defeated Anantavarman Chodaganga; but this defeat must 
have been an insignificant one, as we have seen that Choda- 
ganga of Kalinga was a powerful king. This war is described 
in a Tamil poem Kalingatupparani (Gaurishankar’s Tod 
p. 428 and I. A. XIX). The revenue settlement of Tamil 
country mentioned by Smith was carried out in his reign. His 
reign is also important for the fact that Ramanuja the founder 
of the &ivaishnava philosophy flourished during his time. Of 
this and the death of Adhirajendra his predecessor which is 
attributed to a curse of this great saint we will speak at length 
in the chapter on religious survey. Here it will suffice to remark 
that here began the great feud between Saivism and Vaishnavism 
which has distracted Hinduism since that time and which 
for ever destroyed the unity of the Hindu religion which 
fortunately had subsisted through three centuries. 

Rajendra II who took a new title Kulottunga was succeeded 
in 1118 by his son Vikrama Chola who was also a powerful king. 
He had his hereditary fights with the Chalukyas, the Pandyas 
and the Ealingas and others and his exploits are celebrated in 
a special poem ( J. A. XXII p. 142 ). He was succeeded in 1135 
A. D. by Kulottunga II who reigned for 11 years and who was 
followed in 1145 by his son Rajaraja II who ruled 19 years. 
From 1165 to 1267 A. D. four more kings ruled viz : Rajadhiraja 
1172, Kulottunga III 1178, Rajaraja III and Rajendra Choda III 
1216 and the kingdom of the Cholas was subverted by the 
Pandya king J atavarman Sundara Pandya. The final subjuga- 
tion of South India or at least its dissolution by the Mahomedans 
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hap 1 3 d later during the raids of Malik Kafur a general of 
Ailauddin Ehilji about 1310-11. 

There are a few general observations to make on this 
Chola dynasty. The Oholas represent themselves in their 
inscriptions as solar-race Kshatriyas born in the line from Sibi. 
But as stated before, the Harivamsa represents Chola, Pandya, 
and Kerala as born from Turvasu in the lunar line. These kings 
were Saivites and it is to be regretted that about the time of the 
fall of the first Chola portion, the kings became bigotted and 
departing from the usual tolerant attitude of Hindu kings used 
their political power to suppress Jainism and Vaishnavism 
which was indeed a great blunder. The subject will be discuss- 
ed fully later on. The ensign of the Cholas was a tiger. The 
Oholas struck many gold and silver coins which have been found- 


GENEALOGY OF THE OHOLAS OF TANJORE. 
(Gaurisankar’s Tod pp. 435 and 426) 
Parantaka 


I 

Aditya 


I 

I Rajaraja I (1985-1014) 


d. Kamaradevi in. Vimaladitya E. Chalukya 
I 

I 

I I I 

Raiaraja E. 1 I 

m. d. A.mmaga III Eajadhiraja (1044-1052) 

VII Rajendra Kulottunga (1070-1118) 


II Rajendra (1014-1044) 

I 


VIII Vikrama Choda (1018-1135) 

IX Kulottunga II (1135-1146) 

X Rajaraja II (1146-1165). 

Interregnum 

XI Rajadhiraia II (1192-1178) 

XII Kulottunga III (1178-1216) 


IV Rajendradeva 
(1052-1062) 

V Virara jendra (1062-1070) 

VI Adhirajendra murdered in 1072 



CHAPTER XV. 

IMPORTANT FEUDATORY KINGDOMS OF 
SOUTHERN INDIA PART I. 

The two great kingdoms to the south of the Rerbudda 
which were almost empires, viz. the Deccan kingdom of 
western Chalukyas and the south Indian kingdom of the Oholas 
have been described as also the independent Silahara kingdom 
in Konkan on the west coast and the independent Eastern 
Ganga kingdom of Trikalinga on the east coast. Besides these 
important kingdoms which flourished in the third sub-period 
of Hindu history (1000-1300) there were some important feudato- 
ry kingdoms which rose to greater power in the 12th century 
A. D. than before, recording inscriptions and which became 
independent and powerful in the 13th century, which require 
to be noticed, though their history in the 13th century is out- 
side tlie scope of this history and will not be dealt with in this 
volume. The fall of southern India in the beginning of the 14th 
century under Allauddin Khilji and his general Malik Kafur 
is so important as to require a separate volume for its treatment. 
The history of these kingdoms in the 13th century though they 
were then feudatories must, however, be given in this volume 
and we proceed to give a short sketch of that history in this 
chapter and the following. 

1 YiDAVAS OF DEVAGIRI. 

The first kingdom deserving notice is the Yadava king- 
dom of Devagiri (Daulatabad). Its founder is said by Hemadri 
to be Dri(^aprahara who founded a small kingdom at Chan- 
drapuri or Chandor in the Hasik District in about 843 A, D. 
(Gaurishankar’s Tod and Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part I). 
One of his descendants named Bhillama II was a powerful 
feudatory of Tailapa Chalukya of Kalyan, He fought bravely 
in the battle of Tailapa with Munja of Malwa in which Munja 
was taken prisoner. An inscription of his dated 1000 A, D 
has been found. His son named Vesugi ruled after him and 
Vesugi was followed by Bhillama III who was married to a 
36 
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daughter of Jayasinha III Chalukya and fought in several battles 
of his as his feudatory. After three intervening kings we come 
to Seunachandra who according to Hemadri’s Prasasti assisted 
the famous king Parm^di Vikramaditya Chalukya in obtain- 
ing the throne of Kalyan. An inscription of his (dated 1069 
A. D.) has been found. After seven successors one Bhillama 
IV son of Apara Gangeya assumed independence when Some- 
svara Chalukya after the rise of the Kalachuri intervening 
kings at Kalyan practically became powerless and Bhillama 
founded an independent kingdom in the north part of the 
Deccan and founding Devagiri made it his capital in 1187. A. D. 
Bhillama’s dominion eventually extended from the Nerbudda to 
the Krishna and he had fights with many neighbouring kings 
especially with the Hoyasala Yadavas of the south whom we 
will presently describe. He died about 1191 probably in a 
battle with the Hoyasalas. His son was Jaitugi or Jaitrapala 
and he had a great fight with the Kakatiya Andhra king Eudra 
who was killed in battle and whose son Ganapati was taken 
prisoner. But he liberated the latter and placed him on the 
throne of the Andhras, Jaitugi v/as a learned man himself 
and a patron of learned men. The famous Deccan astronomer 
Bhaskaracharya lived a little before his time as his son Lak- 
shmidhara was the chief court-pandit of Jaitugi. He died 
about 1210 A. D. and he was succeeded by Singhana another 
powerful king of this line. We stop our account of the Yada- 
vas of Devagiri with Singhana and leave their later history 
for later treatment, and also because that history is well-known. 
Eventually the kingdom was subverted by Mahomedans under 
Allauddin. 

2 KlKATlYAS OF WARANGAL. 

The next kingdom to be noticed is the Andhra Kakatiya 
kingdom to the east of Devagiri. The Kakatlyas claim to be 
solar-race Kshatriyas and they had a kingdom in Andhra 
(above the Eastern Ghats) and their chief town was Annama- 
konda subsequently called Orungallu (Warangal). They were 
in the beginning, like the Yadavas of Chandod, feudatories of 
the Western Chalukyas. Their first independent king was 
Prola (son of Bela) and he began to reign about 1117 A. D. of 
which year an inscription of his has been found (Aiyyar p. 277). 
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It is also dated 42 of tlie Chalukya Vikrama year which proves 
that this part of the country was till then subject to the 
Chalukyas. Prola ruled long till about 1160 and he is said to 
have defeated Taila III. He was succeeded by his son Hudra 
who certainly vt'as a great king. He is said to have destroyed 
many hostile towns and settled the people therein at Oiungallu. 
He built many temples and he patronised learned men. "His 
power was so great that all kings between Eanchi and the 
Vindhyas sought his protection** (Aiyyar-do). He was succeeded 
by his younger brother Mahadeva in about 1191 A. D. It is 
surmised by Aiyyar that Mahadeva -was killed in the battle 
with Jaitugi Yadava mentioned before. Certain it is that 
Ganapati son of Mahadeva began to rule in 1198 and he ruled 
brilliantly for so many as 62 years and many inscriptions of 
his time have been found including one in the 62nd year of his 
rule. He is said to have successfully fought with Chola, 
Kalinga, Seuna, Karnata, Lata and Velanadu* Of course his 
war with Seuna or Devagiri Yadavas was a natural and here- 
ditary one, being between neighbours and was waged with 
alternate success. His latest inscription found is dated 1250 
A. D, He left no son and his daughter Rudramma ruled after 
him for 30 years. The last king was Prataparudra (1316) the 
famous patron of poets in whose reign, Prataparudrlya a well- 
known work on poetics was written by Yaidyanatha and was 
dedicated to and named after him. The kingdom was eventu- 
ally conquered by Mahomedans. The present state of Bastar 
in C. P, is ruled by chiefs who are said to be descendants of 
Kakatlyas (Gaurishankar p. 550). 

3 HOYASALAS OP HALEBID. 

The third important kingdom was that of the Hoyasala 
Yadavas of Halebid or Dvarasamudra, in the present Mysore 
state. It was also in the beginning a feudatory of the Western 
Chalukyas of Ealyan (perhaps of the Rashtrakutas also). The 
first important king was Vinayaditya whose inscription dated 
1040 A. D. has been found (Gaurishankar*s Tod p. 333). His 
son Erayanga had three sons, the eldest of whom Ballala was a 
noted feudatory of Jayasinha III, Chalukya king. The chief 
town of these Yadavas was Belapur (modern Belur) upto this 
time ; but his successor Bettiga alias Yishnuvardhapa who. wag 
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the first powerful and independent king of this line made 
Dvarasumudra his capital. He acquired independence from 
such a powerful overlord as the famous Vikramanka of Kalyan, 
though he did not actually succeed in defeating the latter. 
But he defeated other neighbouring kings? the Gangas, the 
Kadambas, the Tuluvas and the Pandyas. Many inscriptions 
of his time have been found dating from 1115 to 1138 A. D. 
(Gaurishankar), His reign is more famous for the support he 
gave to Eamanuja and the spread of Vaishnavism. He was 
converted to that faith by that saint and he built the famous 
Vishnu temple at Dvarasamudra which excites admiration 
even now, and another magnificent temple at Belur also. 

He was succeeded by his son Narasinha who ruled upto 
1173 and he was succeeded by his son VIra Ballala. This was 
the geatest king of the line. He defeated Brahma general of 
the last Ohalukya king Some^vara and he also defeated the 
Yadava king of Devagiri in 1191 A. D. and in effect annexing 
Kuntala divided the imperial sovereignty of Southern India 
with those Yadavas. He first assumed the title Maharajadhi- 
raja of an independent king. He died about 1220 after a long 
reign and he. was succeeded by his son Harasinha. The 
Hoyasala power declined from his time, though the kingdom 
remained powerful for about a century more when it was con- 
quered and devastated by Mahomedans under Malik Kafur 
about 1310 A. D. 


4 PANDTAS OP MADURA. 

The fourth kingdom which must be noticed though it 
remained feudatory throughout this sub-period is that of the 
Pandyas famous from ancient times. The Pandyas are mentioned 
with Cholas in the Mahabharata and are also mentioned singly, 
without their companions, the Cholas, in the Eamayana, 
Kalidasa mentions a Pandya king alone and not Chola as 
competing in the svayamvara of Indumatl in his Eaghuvamsa 
and mentions Uragapura as his capital. This capital together 
with Pandya power was destroyed by Karikala Chola from 
whose time (about 100 A. D.) the Pandyas became subordinate ' 
to the Chola or other powers through many centuries. Their 
next capital was Madura, mentioned by Pliny. This fact 
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establishes that Kalidasa flourished before Pliny i. e. in the 
first century B. C. as he mentions Uragapura and not Madura 
as the capital of the Pandyas. This is, however, an incidental 
observation. The Pandyas remained subordinate even in the 
present sub-periord (1000-1200) the Chola king Pajaraja having 
established Ohola empire in the south in the beginning of the 
11th century. It is only in the 13th century that Jatava.rman 
Sundara Pandya became independent and established an exten- 
sive power (1251-1271). Kielhorn has given a connected 
genealogy of the Pandyas from 1100 A. D. to 1567 A. B. but 
we think it unnecessary to give it here as the Pandyas rose 
to power and assumed independence after 1200 A. D. Though 
Malik Kafur’s invasion about 1300 shook Pandya power, they 
continued to rule in the south of India (Madura and Tinnevelly 
Districts) for a long time. They always derived a large revenue 
from the pearl fisheries in the mouth of the TamraparnI 
river. With this short notice of the Pandyas we turn to the 
Cheras or Keralas. 

5 KERALAS OF TRAVANCORB. 

The history of Kerala or Malabar and Travancore during 
this sub-period has been patiently found out and laid before the 
reader by P. Sunder Pillai, M. A, in I. A, XZIV (pp. 249-257) 
and we make no apology for giving from it select facts here. 
Kerala or Oherala means hilly country and included Malabar 
in the north and Travancore in the south, on the west coast 
of Southern India. The Kongu land is sometimes included in 
it viz. the present districts of Salem and Tinnevelly but 
not naturally. In this corner of the south, as in the Himalayas 
in the north, the oldest Dravidian and Aryan races with their 
institutions and manners and religion are preserved yet as iii a 
fossil form, from the Kanikar or hillman to the Hambudri the 
highest type of Aryan Brahmin (to which clan the famous 
Sankaracharya belonged ). Language, ethnology, social con- 
dition and marriage customs of this part are, therefore, worth 
studying, being untampered by any revolutions within or 
invasions without. (But this land of Kambudri Brahmins and 
Hair (Hagara) Kshatriyas sent out a religious invasion under 
Sankara which subjugated the whole of India). The history of 
Kerala goes back to the days of .the Mahabharata and' the 
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Ramayana like that of the Eastern coast belonging to the Pandyas 
with whom they are always allied in ancient Sanskrit works. 

The present Travancore ruling dynasty is very old and 
oScial records give 35 generations to the present ruler from 
1335 A. D. We have, therefore, to find the history of this dynasty 
before this period from inscriptions and Mr. Pillai has 
succeeded in evolving a 'tolerably clear account. It may 
be stated first that the alphabet in Travancore is different from 
the Sanskrit alphabet and is called Vattelatte or Chera-Pandya 
and even the era of Travancore is distinct being called Kollam 
era, the first year of which corresponds to 825 A. D. The first 
king of Travancore whose name is mentioned in a stone record 
is Vlra Keralvarman. His date is 1135 A.D. He was a feudatory 
of Rajendra Ghola in whose name and honour a Mahadeva 
temple was built. Venad or Travancore appears at this time to 
be a well-governed country paying taxes in kind and money, 
Vira Keralav. seems to be the first important king who secured 
power from Ghola and Ghalukya supremacy. He is mentioned 
in another inscription dated 1144 A. D. The government of the 
country included [village organisations and temple authorities 
which shared power in the civil government. 

Stone inscriptions dated 1161, 1173 and 1180 A. D. mention 
the next kings Ravivarman, who ruled over Travancore includ- 
ing the southernmost districts independently, the Cholas having 
declined in power after Rajendra, Yira Udayamartandvarman and 
Aditayarama. Mr. Pillai thinks that the last king extended his 
sway northward by absorbing KupadeSam or country of Kupakas, 
- also a part of Malabar. Keralavarman II (Trivadi) is mentioned in 
a book and in a stone record dated 1193 A. D. and Viraramavarman 
Tiravadi in a detailed inscription dated May 1196 A. D., which 
speaks of a body of six hundred who supervised the working of 
the temples and of chieftainships into which the kingdom was 
divided. This interesting detail shows that the administration 
of the state was chiefly in the hands of the peoples’ representa- 
tives, a curious relic of ancient Vedic times. Next come 
VIraramakeralvarman and Yira Ravivarman whose long docu- 
ment dated 1235 shows the nature of the land revenue system 
in their days. The capital was Trivendram even in those days, 
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IMP. FEU. KINGDOMS OF SOUTHERN INDIA-’P, II 
1 SINDAS OF YELBURG. 

To the north of the Tungabhadra, in Kuntala or Southern 
Maratha country, we have four important feudatory kingly 
families who require to be noticed in this volume, as they belong 
to this sub-period and as they were powerful though not in- 
dependent. The first of them is the family of the Sindas of 
Yelburg in modern Hizam’s tetrritory. They have recorded 
inscriptions in Kanarese which have been found. Their history 
is given in the Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part II (p. 572-575) and 
we give here a summary of it with observations of our own. 
The. part of the country ruled by these Sindas is collectively 
called Sindevadi Had in inscriptions. This clearly shows that 
these Sindas were Marathas, though they ruled over a Kanarese- 
speaking territory. (As stated in Vol. II, however, the distinction 
between Marathas and Karnatakas is illusory and not of race 
but of language). This territory extended from about Badfimi 
in the Bijapur District and included Bagalkot and Haregal in 
the Dharwar District. There is another Sinda family mention- 
ed in Ep^ Ind. VII p. 306. The king Munia here is described 
as Bhogavatlpuravaradhisvara and Hagavaih^atilaka ruling 
in Pratyandaka four thousand.^ In our view this Sinda family 
was the same family as the one appearing under the name of 
Sendraka in the first sub-period; a Sendraka chief Senananda- 
raja, maternal uncle of Pulakesin Ohalukya, is mentioned ag 
requesting a grant of land in Karnataka between the Krishna 
and the Tungabhadra (Vol. I; p. 270). The Sendrakas belonged 
to the Nagavarhsa and the Sindas of Yelburg also belonged to 
the same vam§a; and even the Scindia ■ family of the present 
day who are very probably their modern representatives are 
also of the Hagavamsa. These Sindas of Yelburg were very 
powerful feudatory chiefs under the later Chalukyas. The first 

“ Indeed there were several- Sinda falniliBs, including on6 in Katabad territory 
( Sec Ep. -Ind, Vol. XIV ), 
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noted prince was Achugi who had two sons Bamma and Surya 
who are mentioned in an inscription dated 1079, Bamma s son 
was Acha or Achugi II who was a noted general of Vikrama- 
ditya and who defeated a Hoyasala prince. He is mentioned 
in an inscription dated 1122 A, D. Achugi’s two sons Permadi 
and Ohavunda II are mentioned in two inscriptions dated 1144 ^ 
and 1163 respectively. Chavunda had four sons Achugi III 
and Permadi by one wife and Bijjala and "V ikrama by another 
wife. All these four are mentioned in inscriptions from 1168 
to 1190 A. D. Probably after the fall of the later Ohalukyas 
of Kalyan and the increase of the power of the Hoyasalas 
this Sinda family lost its power and was not able to establish 
an independent kingdom. Their country was eventually 
absorbed by the Yadavas of Devagiri whose dominion now 
extended to the Tungabhadra. 

2 RATTAS OF SADNDATTL 

The next feudatory family which deserves a mention is ^ 
that of the Eattas of Saundatti. Their history is given by 3 :. 
Dr. Fleet in Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I part II p. 549-55 and we 
give here a summary of it. They were clearly descendants of 
a Eashtrakuta Imperial king of the Deccan and they ruled in 
the Kundi territory comprising 3000 villages which corresponds 
to a portion of the present Belgaum and Dharwar Districts. 
Their capital was Saundatti (Sugandhavatl) and latterly Bel- 
gaum itself {Venugrama). The Gazetteer doubts if these Eattas 
were really descended from the Eashtrakutas, but the short 
name Eatta for the Eashtrakutas is as old as the 9th century 
and even the modern Eeddis may be Eattas or Eashtrakutas 
and they also called themselves original lords of Lattalurapura. 
Their crest was a Sindura (elephant) and their dhvaja (banner) 
carried a golden garuda which is shown in their seal. These 
chiefs were first subordinate to the W estern Ohalukyas and 
when the Kalaohuri rebellion occurred they asserted indepen- 
dence. ';But being not very powerful they appear like the Sindas, 
to have been conquered by the Hoyasalas; their territory, 
however, was eventually absorbed in the kingdom of the 
Yadavas of Devagiri. 

The first prince was Kdrtavlrya I or Katta I who is rqention- 
ed in a stone record of 980 A. D. He was a feudatory of Taila II 
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(Ahavamalla) and fixed the boundary of his principality of 
Kundi. His sons were Davari and Kanna-Kaira whose son 
Eraga has recorded a Sanskrit inscription dated 1040 A. D., 
published in I. A. XIX p. 161 in which he declares himself to 
be a samanta of Jayasinha Jagadekamalla. In his birudas, he 
calls himself Rattavamsodbhava, Lattalurapuravaradhisvara, 
Garuda-dhvaja &c. In one epithet he is described as a Vidya- 
dhara in singing. He is mentioned in a Jain grant inscription 
published by Prof. Pathak in I. A. XIV (p. 23). His brother 
was Anka ( mentioned in an inscription at Saundatti dated 
1048 A. D.) and his son was Sena I, His son Kannakaira II 
has left many inscriptions dating from 1069 to 1087 A. D. He 
appears to have ruled long with his brother Kartavirya II and 
they are described as samantas of Vikramaditya VI, His son 
was Sena II mentioned in records from 1096 to 1121 and his 
son was Kartavirya III mentioned in records dated 1143 and 
1165 ; he is also called Eatta or Kattama. Taking advantage 
of the rebellion of the Ealachuris at Kalyan, he appears after 
1165 to have declared independence and in one record he calls 
himself Ohakravartin ( Bombay J. B. B. R. A. S. X p. 181 ). 
This position the Rattas retained though first disputed by 
SomeSvara Chalukya, for three generations viz. his son Laksh- 
mldhara I, his son Kartavirya IV and his son Lakshmidhara IL 
He was conquered by Vichana viceroy of Singhana, Yadava 
king of Devagiri about 1228 A. D. 

These Rattas were worshippers of Siva but they also 
favoured the J ains and made grants to Jain temples. 

3 KADAMBAS OF HANGAL. 

The third feudatory family which we have to notice is that 
of the Kadambas of Hangal. They were an old Maratha family, 
as old as the Rattas or Rashtrikas of A6oka, being descended 
from the Kadambas, the contemporaries of the early Ghalukyas 
whose Manavya gotra and Haritiputravan^a they always copied 
or used in their inscriptions, being of the same stock probably 
and ruled in Banavasi. The present Kadambas ( the form 
Kadamba is also often used) called themselves lords of the 
town of Banavasi and sometimes ruled over that part also ; but 
their present position was in Hangal 500 (HannUgal of inscrip*^ 
37 
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tions ) a Taluka of the Dharwar District. Their Lanchhana or 
crest was a lion and on their banner was Hanuman. king of 
monkeys. They were worshippers of Vishnu Madhukesava of 
JayantI or BanavasI town. We give a summary of the account 
of these Kadambas given by Dr. Fleet in Bombay Gazetteer 
Vol. I part 11 ( p. 559 to 563 ). 

The first record (L A. X. p. 249) which gives a detailed 
genealogy of these Kadambas is dated 1108 A. D. and the first 
king, we may notice in this period, is Kirtivarman II who 
ruled in 1058 A. D. (980 Saka). He was a feudatory of Some- 
svara Ohalukya and also of Vikramaditya VI (I. A. IV p.' 206). 
His uncle Santivarman II ruled in Hangal 500 as also in Bana- 
vasi twelve thousand under Vikramaditya VI in 1089 A. D. 
Of his son Taila we have many inscriptions from 1099 to 1128 
A. D. including the Kargudari inscription of 1108 mentioned 
above. All these inscriptions are found in the Hangal 
Taluka. His capital Hangal is also called Panthipura 
and also Viratanagar. He died about 1135 A. D. This capital 
was besieged and taken by the Hoyasala Vishnu vardhana. His 
two sons Mayuravarman and Mallikarjuna ruled conjointly 
with him. It- must be noted of all these southern kings that 
Yuvarajas (brothers or sons) usually ruled conjointly. His 
third son Tailama is mentioned as ruling in B[angal alone in 
1147 A.D. His son Kamadeva is mentioned in 1189 as ruling in 
Banavasi, Hangal and Puligeri under the last Ohalukya king 
Somesvara IV. He was finally vanquished by the Hoyasala 
king Vira Ballala. There were other Kadamba chiefs also of 
minor importance, but we need not notice them and we go 
on to describe the Kadambas of Goa who were an important 
allied branch of this family. 

4 KADAMBAS OF GOA. - 

These Kadambas of Goa or Gopakapattana were a branch 
of the same Kadamba family though their origin in the records 
is given differently from that given in the records of the 
Kadambas of Hangal. They seem to have wrested Goa from 
the Silaharas . of Southern Konkan ( Konkan 900 ) and they 
also had territory above the Ghauts in the present Khanapur 
Taluka of the Belgaum District, then called Palasige. They 
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were devotees of Siva named Sapta Eotl^vara and not Vishnu 
and they used the Ealiyuga era and not the Saka era in 
their records, and their records are in Sanskrit they being 
residents of Goa in Eonkan where Eanarese is not spoken. 
In other respects they were one with the other Eadambas 
being originally lords of Banavasi, having the Sinha Lanchhana 
and Vanara Dhvaja. They even mention their old Manavya 
gotra, Haritiputra vamsa and Mahasena Matrigana favour 
( Bombay J. IX p. 235 ) even mentioned in the old Eadamba 
records (Vol.Ip.266). They do not give fictitious names of ancient 
kings but begin with Guhalla whose son Sashthadeva or Chhatta 
has left a record dated 1007 A. D. He may possibly be the same 
as the Chhatta the first king in the line of the Eadambas of 
Hangal whose approximate date is 1000 A. D. and the line may 
have bifurcated from him. Chhatta’s son Jayakesin was a very 
powerful prince and he is spoken of highly in the Gudikatti 
inscription ( Bombay J. E. A. S. IX p. 272 ). He is said to have 
killed a king of Eapardidvlpa ( which is identified by the 
Gazetteer with the island of Salsette ) probably Mavani. There 
is, however, in our view, no connection of the troubles of 
Anantadeva, king of Thana, with the invasion of this king. He 
is further said to have established friendship between the king 
of Chola and Chalukya Vikramaditya VI, at Eanchi* and he 
is said to have made Goa his capital. His certain date is 
1052-3 A. D. The queen of Earna of Gujarat ( 1063-1093 ) 
MayanalladevI said to be a Eadamba princess is thought by the 
Gazetteer to be a daughter of this king. Of his successor 
Vijayaditya we do not know much. His son was Jayakesin II 
and we know that Vikramanka Chalukya gave his daughter, 
sister of Soma, to this prince t( I. A. XIV 288 ); probably this 
was a child marriage. His certain dates are 1119 and 1125 
A. D. in an inscription which gives Vikrama Chalukya year 50. 
He then ruled the Palasige 1200 and Eonkan 900, but he also had 


U ? II Bom. J. B. IX p. 242. 


t See also 
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other territories assigned to him, being a son-in-law o 
Vikrama. He even assumed the title of Konkan Chakravarti 
and aspired to independence. This led to his 'being attacked an 
defeated by Achugi I his feudatory who in his inscription i 
said to have taken Goa and Konkan, The Lakshmana inscrip- 
tion dated 1147 mentions that presents were given to him at the 
time of making grants to the god Somnath (Gazetteer page 569). 

The two sons of Jayakesin were Parmadi and Vijayaditya 
who were respectively devotees of Siva and Vishnu. They 
are also styled Malavara Mara an epithet applied to Hoyasalas. 
Vijayaditya was a very learned prince and earned the title 
Vanibhushana, and the praise bestowed on him in an inscription 
is well worth quoting^ below. Karaaladevi queen of Parmadi 
belonging to the Somavansa built two finely carved temples 
one to Narayana and the other to Lakshmi, which still exist 
in the Sampagaon Taluka, Dharwar and they contain inscrip- 
tions which give for Parmadi a date in 1147 A. D. It appears 
that Vijayaditya was shortly afterwards associated with him 
in rule, and is mentioned in an inscription dated 1158 A. D. 
(I. A. Xr p. 273 ) as also in the Hal^i inscrpition dated 1171 
Kaliyuga era 4272. The Karad prince Vijayaditya is said in 
Silahara records to have re-established the prince of Goa who 
thus must have been dislodged by some one. These princes were, 
however, powerful enough to have issued coins of their own and 
a golden coin struck by Parmadi has been found dated 1182 A.I). 

Vijayaditya’s son Jayakesin appears to have come to the 
throne in 1187, as two inscriptions of his 13th and 15th year 
dated 1199 and 1201 have been found. Gold coins of his have 
been found dated 1200 and 1210. His son was Tribhuvanmalla 
and his son was Chhatta or Shashthadeva 11. He came to the 
throne in 1246, from a record at Goa dated in his fifth year 
1250 A. D. and another record dated 1257 found in the Hubli 
Taluka shows that he was an independent king. When and how 
this kingly line came to an end cannot be stated as no further 
records have yet been found. Probably they were conquered 
by the Yadavas of Devagiri ( J. B. B. A, S. IX p. 247 ). 


in% WT mk ^ ii , 



IMP. PEU. Kli^GDOMS IN S. I. P. II 


293 


The first ancestors Harivarman and others declare them- 
selves as Manavya-sagotra &c. even in Jain records many of 
which are found in Palasige ( Belgaum Dt. ). See Bombay J. E, 
A. S. IX p. 235-241. 

5 SILIHaRAS of FARHAD. 

The last feudatory kingly family which must be men- 

tioned is the Silahara family of Karhad or Kolhapur. It was 

a purely Maratha Kshatriya^ family and its inscriptions are 

recorded in Sanskrit. The SilSharas were originally divided 

into three branches, those of Thana, those of Eajapur (Khare- 

patan ) and those of Kolhapur. They were all feudatories of the 

Eashtrakutas. When they fell, the Silaharas of Thana, as stated 

already, assumed independence; while the Silaharas of Karhad 

though still remaining Mahamandalesvaras, being nearer the 

centre of Chalukya power, became powerful and annexed Konkan 

territory to. their rule. The southern Konkt i branch founded 

by Sanaphulla thus disappeared in this sub-pen^/ti and we have 

two Silaharas to describe in this volume. 

/ 

These Silaharas ruled in the Karnatak 4000, Miraj 3000 
and Kundi 4000 as also in southern Konkan. Their capital 
was Karahataka and their chief fort was Panala (Parnalaka) 
thus bringing us in contact with later Maratha history. They 
were descended from a heavenly Vidyadhara and originally 
ruled in Tagara. Their crest was a golden Garuda or eagle 
and they called themselves M ahakshatriyas* (E. I. Ill p. 209). 
They were worshippers of MahalukhsmI of Kolhapur from whose 
favour they believed they had obtained power! (ditto). The 
Silaharas of Thana were worshippers of Siva ; but it is probable 
that their tutelary goddess was Parvatl or Arya DvaipayanI 
(i. e. island goddess) mentioned in the Bhagavata. These 
facts establish the affinity of the two Silahara families 
beyond any doubt. 

The history of the Silaharas of Karhad is given in the 
Bombay Gazetteer Vol. I Part II by Dr. Fleet (p 544) and by 
Dr. E. G. Bhandarkar in his history of the Deccan (p. 92) from 
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many inscriptions and we will begin with Jatiga II who ruled 
probably in the beginning of our sub-period (1000-1200). He 
had four sons Gonka and others and Gonka’s son was Mara- 
sinha whose inscription dated 1058 A. D. has been found. He 
was a powerful king and built many temples. Gonka had 
probably annexed south Konkan before him and he is said to 
have ruled from the fort of Khiligili. This is not identified 
(Fleet) ; but it must be distinct from Panala, though Dr. 
Bhandarkar suggests its identification with that fort. Dr. Fleet 
thinks that Ohandralekha, the famous queen of Vikramanka, 
was a daughter of this king. She was undoubtedly a Silahara 
princess. As the date of Vikramanka’s accession at Kalyan 
is 1076 A. D., this is not improbable. Marasinha must have 
ruled long. 

Marasinha had five sons and each of them appears to have 
ruled. The eldest was Guvala and his younger brother Bhoja 
I has left an inscription. His younger brother Ballala is 
mentioned in a Eanarese inscription (I. A. XII). But the 
last son Gandaraditya has left many inscriptions and he is said 
to have fed one lakh of Brahmins at Prayaga. He also built a 
large tank in the Mira] country and built temples of Siva, 
Buddha and Jina on its bank. His government was good and 
just (Bhandarkar). 

He was succeeded by his son Yiiayaditya, two records of 
whom, dated 1148 and 1153, have been found. One of them 
(Ep. Ind. Ill p. 207) is the record of a grant to a Jain temple - 
and begins with adoration of the Jina. It tersely gives the 
genealogy of Yijayaditya without praise: but praises the donor 
most. The birudas or epithets of Yijayaditya are many, some 
of which are Kanarese, one of them Sanivara-Siddhi being 
strange and inexplicable. As the king is described even in 
this Jain record as prospering through favour of Maha- 
Lakshml, it is certain that these Silaharas were Hindus though, 
as usual with tolerant Hindu kings, they patronised Jain 
saints and Jainism spread during their rule in southern 
Maratha country as it did in Gujarat in the days of Eumara- 
pala. From a grant of his son Bhoja II, it appears that 
Yijayaditya was a powerful king who assisted the Thana 
Silahara king (Mallikarjuna probably) to regain his throne 
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when dispossessed. He also assisted the Kadamba king of 
Goa and he also aided Vijjana Kalachuri to supplant the 
Chalukya power at Ealyan about 1157 A. D. Haturally the 
power of Vijayaditya must have greatly increased and it is not 
strange that his son Bhoja II assumed independence ; a Jain 
work which was written in his days calls him Maharaja and 
Paschima Ohakravartin, as the northern Silaharas began to 
call themselves Eonkana Chakravartin. 

Many inscriptions of Bhoja II have been found dating 
from 1179 to 1205 A. D. He gave grants in Eonkan to Brah-. 
mins for feeding Brahmins and also to Jain temples. The 
grant published in Ep. Ind. Ill (p. 214) mentions Earahataka and 
Ghaisasa Brahmins, the importance of which we will show 
later on; but this is the oldest record we have wherein 
Brahmins are mentioned not by their gotra but by their new 
sub-castes or surnames. This record also shows that Maratha 
chiefs began to be called Hayakas at this time. Bhoja though 
powerful could not succeed apparently in maintaining his 
independence and finally the line was subjugated by the 
Yadavas who came to power in the Deccan after the western 
Chalukyas. We do not get any further information about this 
after 1205 and it is nearly certain that it did not continue as a 
ruling family, 

GENEALOGY OF THE KADAMBAS OF GOA 
(Bombay Gazetteer Yol. X & XI p. 565), 

Guhalla 

Chhatta or Shashthadeva (1007-1008) 

Jayafcesin I (1052-53) 

Vijayaditya 

Jayakesin II (1119-1125) 
m.'Mallaladevi d. of Vikramaditya VI 

/, . 7 ^ f 

Sivaohitta Parmadi Vish^iuohitta Vijayaditya 11 

(1147-8, 1187-8) (1158 & 1172) 

Jayakesin III (1187, 1210-11) 
Tribhuvanmalla 

ot. ' • 

Chattaya or Sivaohitta Shashthadeva II 
:(1246-7 and;i257 A. D.) 
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GENEALOGY OF THE EADAMBAS OF HANG A T,. 
(Bombay Gazetteer Yol, I part II page 559.) 
Chatta (c. 1000) 

Jayasinha (lOS^O c.) 


Taila (c. 1040) 
Eirtivarman II (1068) 


Santivarman (1089 A. D.) 
Taila II (1099-1129) 


Mayuravarman II MallikSrjuna 

( 1131 A. D.) (1132-3145 


Tailania 

(1149) 


Kirtideva 11 


I 


Kamadeva 
(1181-1203) 

GENEALOGY OF THE RATTAS OF SAUNDATTI 
(Bom. Gaz. Yol. I. part 2 p. 551 "with dates of inscriptions) 
KSrtavirya I (980 A. D.) 


^ I 
Davari 


I 

Kannakaira I 


Eraga (1040 A. D.) Anka (1048 A. D.) 
Sen I 


Kannakaira II 
(1068, 1076 & 1082, 1087) 


Kartavirya II 
(1069, 1076, 1086 & 1087) 

Sen ir (1096, 1102, 1128) 

Kartavlrya III (1143, 1165) 


I 


Lakshraideva I 

I 

Kartavlrya IV (lisS, 1218) Mallikarjuna (1204, 1208) 
Lakshmldeva II (1228) conquered by Singhan Yadava in 1203. 
GENEALOGY OF THE SILAHABAS OF KARHAD 

Jatiga II 

I 


Gonka . 
Marasinha 1058 


I 

Three brothers 


Gilvala Bhoje, BallSla’ Qaudaraditya Vijayaditya 


Bhoja IT (1179-1205) 



CPIAPTER XVII. 


IMPORTANT FEUDATORY KINGLY FAMILIES OF 
NORTHERN INDIA. 

In this chapter we propose to notice those feudatory princely 
families whose inscriptions have been found, who ruled in 
Northern India during this sub-period. To begin with the north- 
east corner, we must first notice Assam which, throughout 
Indian history down to the present day, has been sometimes an 
independent kingdom, and sometimes a dependency of Bengal. 
We have a Brahmin general Vaidyadeva ruling there and mak- 
ing a grant in behalf of and under Kumarapala of Gauda (E. I. II 
p. 351) which we have already noticed. Then there was a 
Rashtrakuta subordinate prince (Mahana) in Bihar or Anga 
who was a maternal uncle of Ramapala of Gauda as also 
stated already. There may have been many such feudatories 
in Bengal and Bihar, but these appear to be the important ones. 

In the tract south of the Gauda kingdom of the Palas we 
have the Haihaya Kalachuri feudatory kingly family of Ratna- 
pura in v^^hat is called Dakshina Kosala. Kielhorn has given 
their line as follows (E. I. VIII). Ealingaraja, descendant of a 
younger son of Kokalla who had 18 sons, first conquered this^ 
country. He was followed by his son Kamalaraja and he by 
his son Ratnaraja who is said to have founded Ratnapura and 
built a Siva temple there, “ thus making the city a rival to 
the city of Kubera where Siva always resided.” His son was 
Prithvisa and his son was Jajalla I. His inscription dated 
1114 (E. I. I p. 34) has been found. In this inscription he gives 
a village to a Siva temple for his Guru Rudrasiva. He also is 
said to have founded Jajallapura. His son Ratnadeva II defeated 
Chodaganga of Eastern Gangas of Trikalinga. His son Prith- 
vldeva II has left an inscription dated 1141 (I. A. X. p. 84). His 
son Jajalla II made a grant in 1167 (E. I. I p. 40) and his son 
Ratnadeva III a grant dated 1181 (I. A. XXII p. 82). His son 
Prithvideva III has left an inscription dated 1190’(E. 1. 1 p. 47), 
We have no further clue to this dynasty. It was practically 

38 
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an independent ruling line, thougli it might have been suhieot 
nominally to the Haihaya kings of Tripura. The country is also 
called Tummana in their records (See E. J. I 4047). They were 
v/orshippers of Siva and Brahmanical orthodox: Eshatriyas as 
their gotra Krishnatreya is given even with its pravaraij|;in 
their records (E. 1. 1 p. 40). y 

Going on next to what is modern U. P. there must have 
been many feudatory princes in Oudh, Antarbed and Bundel- 
khand. But we have to mention two important Raiput 
families only which subsist to this day. The Gautamas are a 
well-known Rajput clan in U. P. From the Fatehpur Gazetteer 
we learn that they are an ancient clan with the Bharadvaja 
gotra and a former Raja of Argal had married a sister of 
Jaichand. Probably the fort of Asni where Jaichand’s treasure 
was kept was in their possession. The second Rajput clan of 
which we have even an inscription is the Sengar family. This 
clan is mentioned among the 36 royal clans. Its present 
chief principality is that of Jagmanpur in the Jalaun district 
and there is also a small principality in the Etawa district 
viz., that of Bhareh. The Sengars claim Rishya^?inga a Rishi 
and Santa daughter of Dasaratha and sister of Rama as their 
ancestors. The tradition among them is that they originally 
ruled in Anga or Bihar where wms born Chaturanga, the first 
Sengar, from Dasaratha’s daughter Santa. When the kingdom 
of Anga was given to Earna by Duryodhana they went to 
Dahala which comprises Central Provinces west and Central 
India east where they ruled for a long time and where their 
principalities still survive. They also claim to have ruled in 
the Deccan and in Gujarat and they state that some Sengars 
went eastwards also and founded a kingdom in Bardwan in 
Radha country and it is believed that a prince from Bardwan 
went to Ceylon and founded a kingdom there. The name 
Sinhala is derived, it is believed, from Sinha-Bahu the name 
of the father of this prince, as is evidenced by . the Mahavanso. 
A Sengar king Earna-Deva is said to have founded Earnavati 
or Kanar on the southern bank of the' Jumna. This was the 
original seat of power of the Sengars of Jagamanpur and there 
are still ruins of an old fort there which is visited on the 
the Dasera day by the Maharajas of Jagamanpur. They are 
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also said to have ruled in Sironj in Malwa (where they came 
from Gujarat) so far late as the days of the Moguls. 

The inscription of this family which has been found 
hov/ever, was issued from Benares where perhaps the donor 
pr-vace may have gone for pilgrimage. The prince "Vatsaraja of 
the Singara-Anvaya gave a village to a Brahmin in 1134 A. D. 
(St. 1191), while Govindachandra was ruling. The inscription 
is drawn up in the usual Gahadavala style, and the first chief 
is said to have come from Singarota and acquired Rajapatti or 
royal tiara. The names of the ancestors of Vatsaraja given 
are 1 Kamalapala, 2 Stralhana, 3 Eumara, 4 Lohadadeva ; and 
Vatsaraja the fifth is the grantor. This would take the founder 
Kamalapala to about 1050 A. D. i. e. to a time before the rise 
of the Gahadavalas. Tradition states that Visokadeva of 
Kanar married a daughter of Jaichand. The family appears to 
be an orthodox Vaidic Rajput family as its gotra Sandilya is 
particularly mentioned in this record (E. I. IV p, 131), which is 
an unusual thing for this period. This incidently proves that 
Jaichand’s gotra could not have been Kasyapa. 

It deserves to be mentioned that under king Bhagavantadeva 
of Bhareh, the eldest offshoot from the ruling house of Kanar 
who was, like Bhoja and other great Hindu kings, a iiatron of 
pandits, was composed the well-known treatise on Hindu 
Dharma named after him Bhagavanta-Bhaskara by Hllakantha 
Bhatta. The Vyavahara Mayukha, a part of this treatise, is 
recognised as authority on Hindu law in Konkan, Gujarat and 
some other parts of the Bombay Presidency. 

Westward there were Yadavas at Mathura and Mahaban 
still ruling in about 1150 A. D. A branch of this line is said 
to have been founded at Biana in 993 A. D. And a stone 
record of Vijaya has' been found at Biana dated 1143 A. D. 
We know from Mahomedan chronicles that Shihabuddin 
attacked this place in 1196 and drove Kunvarapala westward, 
Eroni him the present rulers of Kerowli are descended (Gauri- 
Shankar’s Tod). 

We may mention next the princes of Meerut and Badaun, 
The first were Bora Rajputs mentioned in the history, of 
Mahmud. Hastinapur is a village in the Meerut district on the 
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Ganges and perhaps the Doras were Kshatriyas of the race of the 
Panda vas. The Tuars however, are supposed to be the direct 
representatives of the Pandavas. In Badaun ruled ahranch of the 
Eashtrakutas as stated in an inscription (E. Lip 64) found in 
the old fort there. The date of the inscription is not gipen. 
We have already commented ou it at length. It mentions 1 
Chandra, 2 Vigrahapala, 3 Bhuvanapala, 4 Gopala, 5 Tribhuvana- 
pala, 6 Madanapala his son ( it is recorded of him that through 
his valour the Hammir could not come to the Ganges), 7 
Devapala, brother, 8 Bhimapala, 9 Surapala, 10 Amritapala, and 
11 Lakshmanapala his brother. As Badaun was taken by 
Kutubuddin in the beginning of tlie 13th century, we may 
place these likings between 1000 and 1200 A. D. But if we 
take an average of 12 years per king we have for Chandra a 
date somewhere about (1200-132) 1068 A. D. and this would 
make this Chandra identical with Chandra Gahadavala who 
seized Kanaui and founded his empire there. E. B. Gaurishankar 
Ojha does not think that Chandra of the Badaun inscription 
is the same as the Chandra of the Gahadavala line of Kanauj; 
but Pandit Eamakaran of Jodhpur in his history of theEathods 
expresses the opinion that they are identical (p. 260-61 ditto). 
These Eathods and the Gahadavalas according to our view 
as already propounded, as also the Eashtrakutas of Anga (Bihar) 
belonged to the same clan which was solar by race and were 
different from the Eashtrakutas of Malkhed in the Deccan who 
belonged to the lunar race though both Pandits Eamkaran and 
Gaurishankar look upon them as one family. The Eathods of 
Central India and of Gujarat probably belonged to the southern 
clan though not the Eashtrakutas of Hathondi in Eajputana as 
Gaurishankar also thinks (Tod p. 364). The Eathods of Jodhpur 
and Bikaner who now represent the northern Eathod clan are 
like the Gahadavalas solar in race though they may have the 
tradition that they came from Kalyan in the south. Eashirakuta 
is an official name as explained elsewhere and the name may be 
borne by different clans. 

In Kathiawar Chudasamas who are Yadavas and in Cutch 
the Jadejas who are also Yadavas ruled during this sub-period 
and the latter are said to have come from Ghazni before Mah- 
mud’s time probably. We have no inscription, however, to rely 
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upon. . The most important Guhila clan of Kathiawar to which 
the rulers of Bhavnagar belong, is however, mentioned in. an 
inscription which is dated St. 1202 or 1145 A. D. which shows 
that they were an important feudatory family ruling under the 
Chalukyas of Anhilwad and in which a king Sahajiga is 
mentioned as ruling in Mangrol. These Guhilas are distinct 
from the Guhilots of Xvlewad having a different gotra and are 
separately enumerated in the list of 36 royal families by 
Chand in the Rasa. 

' The nest important family was that of the Paramaras of Abu. 
The Paramaras originally must have belonged to Abu ; for the 
legend of their origin states that their first ancestor was created 
by VaMshtha on Mount Abu from his sacrificial fire. The first 
known king of Abu wasRhumaraja, but the prince in the beginning 
of our period was Bhandhuka whose minister Vimala-shah built 
a beautiful temple to Adinatha on Mt. Abn in 1031 A. D. His 
son Purnapala was a samanta of Bhima of Gujarat in 1045 A. D. 
(1102 Stj. His son was Bhruvabhata and his son Bamadeva is 
mentioned in the Pra^asti of Tejapala-Yastupala on Abu. His 
successor was Yskramasinha. In the fight of Kumarapala with 
Arnoraja, Vikramsinha suddenly went over to Arnoraja where- 
upon Kumarapala gave the principality of Abu to his nephew 
Yasodhavala. His son was the well-knov/n warrior Dhara- 
varsha who was the general of the Gujarat-army which defeated 
Ghori, as stated by Mahomedan writers, in the battle fought 
in 1178 A. D. during the minority of Mularaja as already 
stated in Clialukya chapter. Dharavarsha again was one of 
the commanders in the Gujarat army when it fought with 
Kutubuddin in 1197 and was defeated. Many inscriptions of 
his time have been found dating from 1163 to 1208 A. D. 
(Gaurishankar’s Tod p. 384). The princes of Abu named Jeta 
and Salakh given in the Rasa, Gaurishankar thinks, are imagi- 
nary persons. But it is possible to suppose that they were 
brothers of Dharavarsha and went consequently to Prithviraja 
to seek their fortune and became his sardars. 

The Chauhans of Kadul were a valorous line of feudatory 
kings which deserves to be mentioned. It was a branch from 
the Chauhans of Sambhar, the first king Lakshmana being a. 
younger son of Vakpatiraja as already stated ( Vol. II p. 96), 
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His descendants ruled in Nadul and were usually feudatories 
of the OhSiukya king of Gujarat in whose behalf they usually 
fought. Thus one of these Asaraja fought with Malwa as a 
general of Kumarapala. He -was a great prince, built many 
tanks and temples and patronised learned men. The present 
Bundi and Kota ruling families are descended from Manikarai 
younger son of this prince (Gaurishankar’s Tod p. 408). Two 
inscriptions of his son Alhana and of his grandson Kelhana have 
been found dated 1209 and 1224 St. (1152 and 1167 A. D.). 
Kelhana’s younger brother Kirtipala was a famous chief. He 
was in the Hindu army which defeated Shihabuddin Ghori 
below Abu. He possessed Jalor and other forts. But Kutub- 
uddin attacked Jalor and Altamash attacked Mandawar and 
in both places he must have opposed the Mahomedans. In the 
days of the last prince Kanhada-deva, Jalor was attacked by 
Allauddin ( Gaurishankar’s Tod p. 40 ). 

There are other Rajput kingly families which flourished in 
this sub-period and which require to be mentioned such as the 
Bhattis of Jaisalmere. The Bhattis, when Bhatia was destroyed, 
went into the desert and founded a kingdom in the present 
Jaisalmere territory and ruled there. The present ruling family 
of Patiala is believed to belong to this Bhatti line. For want of 
reliable evidence we can not give further details, and content 
ourselves with this bare mention. 

The last two most important families of Northern India 
which require to be noticed are the Toraaras of Delhi and the 
Eachhapaghatas of Gwalior from whom -are descended two of 
the most famous Rajput clans ofjmodern India viz. the Tuars 
and the Kachhwahas- The name Tuar is easily derivable 
( like Kachhwaha from Kachhapaghata ) from Tomara 
mentioned in inscriptions. It is believed that Anangapala 
Tomara some time in the ninth century founded Delhi. But 
Delhi was not an important town in the days of Al-Beruni ; 
and this principality of Delhi under the Pratiharas must have 
been then Insignificant. They were supposed to be the direct 
descendants of the Pandavas who first founded Indraprastha or 
ancient Delhi. That there was a village of the name of Indrapat 
near Delhi in the days of Kutubuddin is clear from the 
Taj-ul-Ma’slr ( E. II p. 210 ) a contemporary history. The 
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Tomaras are also mentioned, as already noted, in the records of 
the Chanhans as their natural opponents, being neighbours. 
There are no Tomara records yet found but their rule in Delhi 
is mentioned in other records and we proceed* to give a short 
account from these and from the Delhi Gazetteer. 

The famous iron pillar of Delhi, a pillar unrusted for 1300 
years, with letters still clearly readable, is said to have been 
brought from Mathura and set up near his new Delhi by 
Anangapala about 1052 A. D. There is a note of this on the 
pillar. This prince seems to have become powerful when the 
power of the Kanauj emperors was destroyed by Mahmud; 
and he founded a new town, called it Delhi and made it his 
capital as we will show presently. The family of Anangapala 
ruled in Delhi and the surrounding country for about a century 
when it was conquered about 1152 A. D. by Visaladeva or 
Vigraharaja III, Ohahamana, uncle of Prithvlraja, from whose 
time the country passed under the rule of the Chauhans. The 
story of the Rasa that Anangapala, the last Tomara king, gave 
the kingdom to Prithvlraja as he was his daughter’s son and 
being himself childless retired to Badarika^rama is not reliable 
as Prithvlraja’s mother was a Chedi princess, not a Tomara. 
In fact the whole story of the Rasa proves to be imaginary and 
it is rather difSoult to treat as historical many of the events 
and statements recorded therein. The Gazetteer states that 
the fort, called Lalkot and still visible, was built by the first 
Anangpala (II) ; and Prithvlraja built the outer wall of the old 
town which is still traceable.' When Kutubuddin attacked 
and took the city, the wall and the fort were there and seemed 
to be invulnerable. 

It is impossible to determine whether Govindarai, mentioned 
by Mahomedan historians as of Delhi and as wounding Shiha- 
buddin in the first battle and as killed in the second, was a Tuar 
or a Chauhan. The Tuars dispersed over many provinces 
after their defeat but the bulk of them went to Gwaliar 
territory and settled there in a district which is specially 
named Tawarghar after them. Tuars are found even in 
Maharashtra under the Maratha name of Mane and others. 
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A genealogy of the Tomaras of Delhi is given by General 
Cunningham from Ahul Fazal and from bardic records and it 
istaken°by Gaurishankar at page 348 (Tod); but no inscrip- 
tions can be quoted in support of it. Copper coins of 
Anangapala II v/ho built Delhi fort have been found (1051 A.D.). 
That Delhi was originally founded by the Tomaras and that 
the country about it called Hariyana was ruled first by them 
and subsequently by the Chauhans is found recorded in an 
inscription in a well dated St. 1384 or 1327 A. D. and four 
generations of thel Chauhans must have ruled there after 
5ie Tomaras viz., Visaladeva, Prithvibhata Somesvara and 
(Delhi Prithvlraja Museum stone Insc. I. A. XIX p. 218).'^ 

The Kachhapaghata family has left many records espe- 
cially the Sasabahu temple record on the Gwalior fort and 
the Dubhkund Jain temple record in Gwalior territory seventy- 
six miles south-west of Gwalior. We give the following 
account of the Kachhapaghatas from these records as also from 
Gaurishankar’s Tod and Eielhorn’s genealogies in E. I. VIII. 

The Kachhapaghatas originally ruled in Narwar (Gwa- 
lior territory) or the Xishadha country of Xala of Mahabharata 
fame as also of the scene of Bhavabhuti’s Malatl-Madhava. 
A prince of this family named Vajradaman, son of Lakshmana 
seized the fort of Gwalior during the declining days of the 
Pratihara empire of Kanauj and established his power there, 
about 977 A. D. (See his record in J. R. A. S. Bengal XXXI 
p. 393). He is called therein Maharai^dhiraia and was pro- 
bably independent. But he must have soon been compelled to 
acknowledge the nominal suzerainty of the Chandellas of 
Bundelkhand ; and Al-Beruni properly says that the two great 
forts in Chandella territory were Gwalior and Kalaniar. Vajra- 
daman’s son was Mangalaraja and his son was Kirtiraja who is 
described as having defeated Malwa (probably king Bhoja is here 
meant). Mahmud of Ghazni invested Gwalior in the days of 
Kirtiraja and he was discreet enough to save himself and his 
kingdom by presenting 30 elephants and accepting nominal 
subjection. His son was Muladeva alias -Trailokya-Malla and 
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Bhuvsnapala. His son was Devapala alias Aparajita and his 
son was Padmapala whose nephew Mahipala or Bhuvanaika- 
Malla recorded the inscription above mentioned dated 1093 A. D. 
(I A.XV p.' 36) which gives these details- The insc. further men- 
tions that Klrtiraja built a temple to Parvatipati in the town of 
Sinhamana. Mahipala had come to the throne a liitle before 
the date of this inscription (St. 1150) in the Sasabahu temple on 
the Gwalior fort. It is a Vishnu temple and it was commenced 
by Padmapala and consequently the deity was named Pad- 
man§-tha. The Eachhwahas seem to be Vaishnavas from this 
king, a peculiarity which still distinguishes them. There is 
some misconception about the origin of the above mentioned 
name Sasabahu given to these two temples on the Gwalior fort. 
We think that the name merely means the larger and smaller 
temples. The Gwalior Gazetteer derives the name from Saha- 
srabahu v/hich is not tenable not being a usual name of Vishnu 
or Siva- The lesser Sasabahu temple which is like the bigger 
one was built in 1108 A. D. (I. A. XVI p. 201). 

Gaurishankar mentions the following kings after Mahip&la 
with dates (Tod^p. 373) : son Tribhuvanapala (named Madhusu- 
danapala in the Gwalior Gazetteer) with date 1104 A. D., his 
son Vijayapala date 1133, his son Surapala date 1.155 and his 
heir-apparent Anangapala. His successor must have been 
Solankhapala who was invested in the fort by Shihabuddin 
Ghori in 1196 A. D. But the Gwalior Gazetteer states that 
the Pariharas took the fort from the Kachhwahas in 1129. In 
this view, Solankhapala must have been a Parihara. It 
appears that the fort was surrendered formally to Kutubuddin. 
-But the Gwaliornama published by Prince Balwantrao Bhayya- 
saheb Scindia states that the Pariharas took possession of the 
fort again and they were dislodged by AUamash as will be 
related later on. The Eachhapaghatas must have left the place 
as too near Delhi and receded to a more distant place or gone 
back to Ear war. 

A branch family of this line ruled at Dubhkund seventy-si:i' 
miles south-west of Gwalior and two inscriptions of these have 
been found (I. Aj XIV p. 10 and E. I. II p. 293). These inscrip« 
tions give very interesting information. The first king 
mentioned is YuvarSja and his son was Arjuna v/ho is said 
39 
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have himself killed with an arrow, Rajyapala Pratihara king of 
Eanaui when attacked by a Eajput confederacy headed by the 
Chandella king Ganda assisted by the Gwalior Kachhapaghata 
king. His son was Abhimanyu whose skill in horsemanship 
and archery was extolled even' by Bhoja king of Malwa. ^ 
His son was Vijayapala whose date is 1044 and his son was 
Vikramasinha date 1088. This family must have been a 
feudatory of the Gwalior kings who were practically independent 
though acknowledging nominal suzerainty of the Chandellas. 

The name of the family Kachhapaghata is also given in 
inscriptions as Kachhapari and is undoubtedly the original 
form of the modern name Kachhwaha which is clearly dferivable 
from it according to the rules of Prakrit transformation. What 
the name means it is difficult to state and we have already 
said that names arise in various ways. Whatever the origin, 
the Kachhwaha clan was always acknowledged as among the 
best Eajput families, being the first named in the list of 36 
royal clans enumerated by Chand and as their rise precedes the 
rise of the Gshadavalas in whose time the list was first 
probably made, their mention first was natural especially 
as they were entrusted with the command of the army 
assembled to punish the apostate Pratihara king of Kanauj, as 
stated above, 


o _ 

n Dubhkund Inse. E. I. III. 



NOTE— HARAPEASHAD SHASTRPS WRONG VIEW ABOUT 
THE ORIGIN OF THE EACHHWAHAS. 

It is indeed a pity that we have to write a special note in this volume 
also to refute the wrong view of a great Indian pandit as we had to write 
B note in the previous volume on Sir Vincent Smith’s wrong view about the 
Ohandellas. In his Report for Search of Bardic Chronicles (1913) M. M. 
Haraprashad Shastri writes “ The Eachhwahas claim descent from Ku^a 
Eon of Rama and say that they came from Narwar which is a country of 
hunters (Nishada) and anciently there was a race called Kachhapaghata, 
who are probably represented by the modern Kachhawas, who are an 
untouchable race ; but their rulers seem to have become Kshatriyas at 
some period". This is the most lamentable instance we have of wrong 
previous bias having misled even our pandits into drawing the most 
amazingly illogical inferences. We have already said many times that 
the bias of most European and a few Indian scholars is to look upon 
Kshatriya clans as developed out of aborigines and even untouchables or 
foreigners. The above is a very striking instance of how most illogical 
and absurd inferences are drawn through this bias. 

In the first place Narwar is not a country of Nishadas but Nishadhas and 
Nala the famous^^aishadha king ruled here. Secondly, because there are 
untouchable people there, at present named Eachhawas, therefore it does 
not follow that they are the modern representatives of the Kachhwaha 
people named Eaohhapaghatas. The Eachhawas are not the only people 
now in Narwar District, nor is Eacbhawaha the same as Eachhwa, Further 
even if Kachhwas are the predominant people there, it does not : follow, 
therefore, that their rulers must also be Eachhwas. This is the same fallacy 
as led Sir Vincent Smith to argue that because the Ohandellas ruled among 
Gonds, therefore they also were Gonds. In fact, the trend of Indian 
history shows that Rajput adventurers going out of their original home, the 
middle land, founded kingdoms in distant countries inhabited by Bhils, Gonds 
&c. Because Bappa Rawal ruled in a country full of Bhils, therefore it does 
not follow that he was also a Bhil. Because the British rule among Bengalis 
therefore it does not follow that the British are Bengalis. In short, the 
Eachhwahas ruling in a country mostly inhabited by the modern untouch- 
able Eachhwas does not make them originally Eachhwas. 

Thirdly, even granting that the names are identical, we have still to 
pause before we put forward the inference that the two people are identical 
in race. Eachhwahas may have taken this name from the country they 
ruled, just as we showed in our second volume that the Gurjara Pratiharas 
were so called, only because they ruled in the Gurjara country, and not 
because they were themselves Gurjaras. Then again the Eachhwas 
themselves m^y have taken their names from their rulers, Several 
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Instance, maybe cited to Bhovf such taking of a higher olaja name by 
Bome untouchable classes. The Chamara e. g., have such names as 
cl uhan; among them. The Sondias of Malwa have Chauhans. Paramaras 
&c among them. Is is. therefore, necessary to pause before making such 

an i^^'ar^n-e from identity of names with respect to a clan of Kshatnyau 

wh’-ch has always been considered one of the best among Rajput clans and 
whose name stands first in Ohand’a list of 36 royal clans. And in caste- 
ridden India is it possible that chiefs of untouchable peoples could have risen 
to this high status, without any striking brilliant service in the cause of 
religion ? Nothing is known about the supposed rulers among these 
Untouchables, or of any great exploits which should raise them to such a 
high status. We cannot but conclude without expressing our surprize 
and sorrow at such gratuitous aspersions thrown on a well-known Rajput 
clan by such a leaned Indian pandit.* Lastly it may be added that 
Kaohhwah-i is clearly distinct from Kachhwa, being the Prakrit form of 
Eachhapaghata.Thisword or its equivalent Kaohhapari both used in inscrip- 
tions should suggest that the Kachhwahas were the slayers, the enemiei 
of Kachhwas, the aboriginal people or untouchables and not themselves 
Eaohhwas. The origin of the name EachhapaghSta is unknown as stated 
already; but if there are Kaohhwas about Narwsr (of which on inquiry at 
Shivapuri there seems to bo great doubt) who are untouchables, the origin 
of the name becomes clear as the Kachhwahas originally ruled in this part 
of th= 0 -untry unquestionably and it is called even now KaohbwShaghat ? 


=* V.’e ar constrained to slate that on inquiry from the Gwalior slate Narwar Shivapur 
revenue officer Mr. Bhale/ao we find that there are no untouchable people 
Kachhawas in or about Narwar. The whole argument of M. M. Hasaprashad Sbastrt 
would then fall to the ground. His source of imformation must be inquired into. 



CHAPTER XVni. 

THE HIMALAYAN KINGDOMS. 

It remains to give the history of the Himalayan kingdoms 
during this sub-period. These v^ere the kingdoms of Kashmir, 
Champa, Hurpur, Eangra, Mandi and Suket and finally of 
Hepal ; we have already given the history of each of these states 
down to the end of the Hindu period so far as it has been ascer- 
tained. We will, however, restate that portion of their history 
which falls in the sub-period treated of in this volume viz. 
1000-1200 A. D. with such additions and emendations as are 
necessary from recent information available from research* pub- 
lications, especially the Journals of the Panjab Historical Society, 

1 KASHMIR 

'7 , The kingdom of Kashmir at the beginning of this sub-period 

' came under the Lohara dynasty after the death of the notori- 
ous queen Didda. She was the daughter of a king of Lohara 
and grand-daughtrer of Bhima, Shahi king of Kabul and she died 
in 1003 A. D. after a long reign both as regent of her sons and 
grandsons and latterly in her own name. Sangramaraja, her 
brother’s son, came to the throne of Kashmir by Did da’s selec- 
tion after her and his descendants ruled over Kashmir through- 
out this sub-period. The rulers of this dynasty were all capable 
men and they were, therefore, able to save the kingdom of 
Kashmir from being swallowed up in that flood of Mahomedan 
conquest which submerged first the Panjab under Mahmud 
and later, Northern India under Shihabuddin Ghori. We have 
’ already given the history of this dynasty from the Rajataran- 
. gini down to 1148 A. D.' wherewith ends the work of Kalhana 
. '■ " and we give here the subsequent history from the supplemen- 
tary work of Jonaraja. We may first recapitulate the former 
portion given in Vol. I pp. 227-232 with some further remarks. 

Sangramaraja, as usual with founders of dynasties, was a 
wise and able ruler. He ruled from 1003 to 1029. As we 
have already shown in this volume, Mahmud made two 
attempts to take the frontier stronghold of Kashmir but: failed, 
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Kashmir vras a sealed country and Mahmud could not break 
the seal. When^Sir V. Smith says that Kashmir was protec- 
ted by its inaccessible mountains, he is right ; though it does 
nofappear, as Smith thinks, that Kashmir was defeated. We 
must, however, vary our statement made in Vol. I p. 228 that 
Kashmir was not invaded at all in the days of Sangrama and ‘ 
state that though attempt was twice made to invade Kashmir, 
it could not be entered. We have already described the defeat 
of the Hindus in the battle fought by Trilochanapala, Shahi 
king, in 1021 A. D. with the aid of Kashmir troops sent by 
Sangrama both in this volume and in Vol. I, p. 227. Trilocha- 
napala fled from place to place and probably his son Bhima 
also whose end is recorded in 1027. But his other sons or 
cousins Riudrapala and others remained in Kashmir under the 
protection of Sangrama who wms probably their relative. 

These Shahi princes gave valuable aid to Anantaraja the 
son and successor of Sangrama who ruled from 1029 to 1039 
A. D. In his reign a treacherous Kashmir sardar brought j 
into Kashmir an invasion by the Turks assisted by Daradas. 
By the valour of the Shahi princes and of Anantaraja himself 
this formidable force was utterly defeated and Kashmir was 
saved from being subjected to Moslem rule for 300 years. Y/e 
have already described this battle in V ol. I (p. 228). 

Anantaraja and his Queen Suryamati daughter of a Trigarta 
king were a very religious pair who ruled justly and ably for 
a long time. In their old age they retired and placed their 
son-Kalasa on the throne of Kashmir. They were ill-treated 
by this son and Ananta died in grief and his queen died a sati 
on his funeral pyre. KalaSa in other respects was a good 
ruler. His son Harsha rebelled against him but was defeated 
and imprisoned. When Kala^a died in 1073 A. D., he was 
succeeded by his second son Utkarsha. Harsha was, however, 
liked by the people. He was the most accomplished prince of 
his time, learned, fond of music and a patron of learned men. 
He may be compared to his namesake Harsha of Kanauj or to 
Bhoja; but unlike both his end was miserable. His second 
brother Vijayamalla raised a rebellion in his favour against 
Utkarsha who was defeated and killed in battle^ in 1089. 
Harsha being liberated and placed on the throne by Vijayamalla 
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ruled long from 1089 to 1101. In the latter part of his reign 
Vijayamalla by the instigation of unscrupulous courtiers 
rebelled against Harsha but was unsuccessful. Harsha there- 
after relentlessly persecuted his partisans and misrule and 
oppression so far increased that Uchchala, a collateral cousin, 
successed in leading a rebellion and defeating Harsha took 
possession of the capital. Harsha’s queens burnt themselves 
in the palace while he himself took refuge in a Matha. His 
son Bhoja who had been expelled came into Kashmir to relieve 
him but v/as billed in a battle with Uchchala. Harsha, finding 
everything going adverse, rushed upon the soldiers who had 
surrounded the Matha and was killed. Thus ended the first 
branch of this Lohara dynasty which ruled Kashmir abJy for 
about a hundred years (1003 to 1101). Uchchala ruled till 
1111 and his brother Sussala ruled after him till 1128. 
Sussala’s son Jayasinha was ruling in 1148 A. D. v/hen 
Kalhana finished his Raiatarangini. These rulers were also 
able and good rulers, though various intrigues described by 
Kalhana went on as usual. 

The Loha]^ dynasty was a Rajput dynasty and thus 
in the 11th and 12th centuries, as elsewhere in India, there 
were Rajput kings in Kashmir also. The preceding dynasty 
of Parvagupta was a Vai^ya one while that which preceded 
it viz. that of Yasaskara was a Brahmin dynasty. It may, 
however, be added that these two were also practically 
Kshatriya as they married into Kshatriya families and followed 
Kshatriya life. The Lohara ruling familly is said to belong to 
the Bhatti clan of Rajputs and hence the Kashmir kings were 
probably Bhattis. 

The Damaras in Kashmir were a turbulent local people 
who were always troublesome to the reigning king and 
helpful to rebels. “ King Harsha ordered a slaughter of these 
Damaras ; but they combined with two refugee princes and 
put an end to his life” (Panjab H. S. VoL II p. 81). Thus it 
seems that Uchchala gained the throne with the usual help 
of powerful Damaras. 

2. NEPAL. 

2. htepal is the next large kingdom in the Himalayan 
ye^ion v^hose history in the first sub-period (600 to 800)* 
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v?Q have given in the first volume. In the second volume 
ve stated that in the second sub-period (800-1000) reigned 
in Tlepal a Eajput kingly family which founded the Nepal 
era ( 885 A. D. ) which is still in use in Nepal. In the 
third sub-period (1000-1200) the same family appears to have 
ruled in Nepal unmolested by either Hindu or Mahomedan kings 
and we have found nothing particular which may be recorded 
of these kings. We, therefore, proceed to the minor kingdoms 
intervening between Kashmir and Nepal of which many 
important particulars have come to light in recent research. 

3 OHAMBa. 

We have already given in VoL. I a short account of the 
Ghamba state which comes before us proceeding south-east from 
Kashmir. It was subordinate generally to Kashmir. This 
kingly line was founded about 620 A, D. by Adivarman of the 
solar race (Vol. I p. 378), as Cunningham calculated. But later 
information from Inscriptions on stone and copper read by 
Hr. Yogel and published in Archaeological Survey Bepoft, 
New Imp. Series Vol. XX-XVI part I (1911) and summarised by 
Dr. Hutchinson in J. Panjab H. S. Vol. II (pp. 75-80) shows 
that the state was founded by one Meruvarman of the solar 
race from Kalapa town in the Gangetic valley about 700 A. D. 
The territory of the state gradually extended in the Eavi valley 
the capital being Brahmapura or Brahmor. One of his descen- 
dants Sahilavarman (a household name in the state) founded 
the present capital Champa. His son Yugakaravarman recor- 
ded two copper-plate grants which are the oldest yet found. 
There are no dates given in Champa records except regnal years 
before A. D. 1330 when first the Sastra or Kaliyuga era or the 
Vikrama era figure is given and these are recorded in Gupta 
characters generally and later on in Sarada and next Nagari 
characters. On palseographic grounds these two records may 
be placed in the 10th century A. D. Prom Rajataranginl we 
know that Ananta (1028-1039) invaded Champa and conquered 
Salavarman. Asatavarman visited Kashmir in the days of 
Kalasa in 1087 A. D. his sister Bappika being Kalasa’s queen. 
Their son was the unfortunate Harsha and Asata assisted him 
and his son Bhoja and Asata’s son Jasata assisted without 
avail Bhikshachara son of Bhoja in 1103 A. D. Jasata’s sue- 
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-C 0 ssor Udayavarman, however, assisted Sussala in 1121 A. D, 
as Sussala had married two Chamba princesses. The civil war 
in Kashmir probably made Chamba independent (p. 79). 

We need not mention the names of the later kings of 
Chamba upto 1200 A, D. But it may be stated that this family 
still rules in Chamba. This hill state was not troubled by 
Mahomedan invaders whether in the days of the Ghaznavide 
family of Mahmud or of Muhammad Ghori or later Sultans 
down to the days of Akbar. 

The kings are Kshatriyas of the solar race with Moshinafiva 
(Yuvanasva?) gotra and are called Rajas. There are local 
chiefs who came to the country earlier ; they are called Ranas 
(Rajanakas of inscriptions) and earlier still came the Rathis 
or Thakurs who now are probably a mixed race lower in rank 
than the Ranas ( ‘Ohanal Jetha Rathi Kanetha* ). 

4 NURPUR. 

The kingdom of hTurpur is not an old Himalayan state. 
According to Hurpur tradition it was founded by a Tomara 
prince from Delhi, He is said to have dispossessed a Pathan 
chief from Pathankot and from thence going into the hills he 
built a fort at Hurpur the original name of which was Dhaner 
(Kurpur being a name given, it is said, by Hurjahan), The 
date of the founding of a kingdom at Pathankot is believed to 
be the middle of the 11th century. But the story seems impro- 
bable as Panjab was at this time under the strong rule of 
Ghazni and it is difficult to believe that any Rajput prince 
could have been allowed to dispossess a Pathan force from 
Pathankot and found a kingdom. The story is, on the face of 
it, a name-legend based upon the name Pathankot. But the 
name Pathan here is really the Prakrit form of Pratishtha n 
and it seems to us that there was some Tomara king in Prati- 
shthana in pre-Mahmud days and in consequence of Mahmud’s 
raids he removed into the hills and founded the kingdom of 
Dhaner, He built the fort of Hurpur (which is now in a ruin- 
ous condition) in a convenient strong place by the side of a 
river. His family ruled in this part during the sub-period 
treated of in this volume and continues even to this day, the 
present chief being, however, not a ruling prince, 

40 
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The gotra of these Pathania Bajputs is Atri which raises 
a doubt as to whether they are really Tomaras. They also call 
themselves Pandirs or descendants of the Pandavas, but the 
gotra of the Pandavas as also of the Tomaras who are their 
modern representatives is Vaiyaghrapadya. Perhaps the Pai- 
thanias changed their gotra when they came to Dhaner and 
adopted a new Purohita, according to the wrong dictum of 
ViinaneSvara or they are really lunar race Kshatriyas but not 
Tomaras. 

The Panjab Historical Society’s Journal Vol. II (p. 17) 
states that the original town of Pathankot was on the' high 
ground to the east of the old fort the site of which is marked 
by high mounds where old coins have been found. This shows 
that Pathankot is an ancient town and its ancient name must 
have been Pratishthana. Two genealogical lists of the ruling 
family at Hurpur have been available differing in many details. 
Cunningham gave 1095 A. D. as the date of the founding of 
the Nurpur family and Jyethpala, the founder, is said to have 
been a younger brother of a king of Delhi. A remark in the 
genealogy against Jaspala states that he was 15th from the 
founder and opposed Allauddin Khilji (1295-1315). This takes 
Jyethpala to about 1000 A. D. by the average of 20 years and it 
is extremely probable that these Tomaras did not come from 
Delhi which was not in existence at that time but from 
the plains of the Paniab itself, through the stress of Mahmud’s 
invasions and took possession first of Pratishthana already 
existing and from thence moved into the hills to Hurpur- 
alias Dhaner. 

NOTE— THE FORT OF NURPUR AND ITS TEMPLES. 

The ruined fort of Dhaner or Nurpur is a very interesting fort near the 
town of Nurpur and the present Tahsil and hospital are built inside the 
fort. There are many tanks in the fort which was thus well supplied with 
water. There is a small temple well-preserved of Mahadeva ; but the most 
interesting structure in this fort is the basement of an old temple the 
upper part of which is gone, which has been recently excavated from debris. 
The basement is well-preserved and there can be seen very beautiful 
figures carved in stone, depicting scenes in the Purapas and also of men, 
elephants, horses, camels, cows as they moved in the actual social life of 
mediesval Hindu period. The figures are true to nature and prove the 
great art of the carvers. These carvings are as beautiful, if not_inore, as 
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,the carvings on the pillars used in the Kutub mosque at Delhi. This temple 
appears to have been a Vishnu temple. Ihe heads of the figures have all 
been chiselled ofi; by Mahomedan idol-breakers. 

At some distance from this old temple there is a nev7 temple, probably 
built in Akbar’s days, wherein is to be seen a fine black statue of Murali- 
dhara (Krishna sounding his pipe). The idol is placed in the upper story 
which is quite unusual. In the hall underneath and also on the second 
story there are paintings on the walls of scenes from Krishna s early lifQ 
which are very creditable and which give an idea of the dress, the orna- 
ments and the social life of the people in Akbar’s days at Nurpur. 

5 MANDI AND SUKET. 

We have already given a short history of this hill state in 
our first volume (pp. 379 and 380) and we give further parti- 
culars here from an article by Hutchinson and Vogel (J. Pan- 
jab VII pp. 1-4) with a few remarks of our own. This part of 
the Himalayan country including Kulu seems to have been an 
ancient kingdom, the original people therein being Kunindas 
or Zanets who still are the chief cultivators there. The coun- 
try is visited by Tibetan Buddhists annually as they believe 
that the great Buddhist saint Padmasambhava resided at the 
Rawalsar lake fc. Mandi territory; the Hindus believe that 
Lomata Bishi resided at this place. 

The ruling family of Mandi and Suket is a Chandravansi 
Rajput family with Atri as its gotra. Their names end always 
in the suffix sena. This has given rise, as. usual, to the wrong 
tradition that they came from Bengal where Lakshmanasena of 
Lakhnauti was their last great king (1169-1198). This tradi- 
tion accepted by Sir L. Griffin in his book “ the Rajas of the 
Panjab” was, however, disbelieved by Cunningham who 
placed the founding of the Suket family nearly five hundred 
years before 1200 A. D. and Hutchinson and Vogel accept his 
view in their article om several grounds.^ Further confirmation 
of this view may also be found in the fact that the epigraphic 
records of the Sena kings of Bengal clearly state that they 
were Kshatriyas come from Karnataka; while the Suket- 
Mandi tradition is that their ancestors first ruled in Indrapra- 
stha and from there they went to Bengal and founded Lakh- 
nauti, Local traditions founded on names are often unhisto= 
rical and have. to be given up and in the same way as yre ^avs 
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up the tradition about Pathanias having driven Pathans from 
Pathankot, we have here to give up the tradition that the 
Mandi-Suket Rajas with names ending in Sena came from 
Lakhnauti in Bengal after the fall of Lakshmanasena in 
1198 A. R. 

We have, however, to accept Vam^avalis as some evidence, > 
though not as reliable as inscriptions, and sorde history may be 
deduced out of Mandi Vamsavalis. As already stated in 
Volume I p. 380, according to Cunningham, the founder of the 
Suket-Mandi family, Virasena, founded the state about 765 
A. D. Cunningham calculated this date from the fact that from 
Virasena to Sahusena and Bahusena under whom the state 
divided into two, Suket and Mandi, there were 10 generations 
and upto Samudrasena who recorded the Nirmand inscription 
there were 6 more. From Samudrasena to Ajbarsena whose 
date is fixed from a copperplate inscription dated for the first 
time in Vikraraa era viz. St. 1584 or A. D. 1527, there were - 
11 more kings. Thus there were 27 generations from Virasena 
to Ajbarsena of 1527 A. D. and taking 30 years for each genera- 
tion we get for Virasena 1527-810=717 A. D. and for Bahusena 
who founded the Mandi state 1017 or 987. “ Roughly speaking 
v/e may take Bahusena founding Mandi about 1000 A. D. and 
Samudrasena recording inscription at Nirmand about 1150 
A. D. ” Hutchinson and Vogel think that even if we take 25 
years’ average we shall have to take into consideration that 
some names might have dropped out of the Vamsavalis and 
hence we may accept the date assigned by Cunningham as 
fairly correct, especially as it tallies with the legend current in 
Chambs that the pregnant queen of a king of Chamba had 
taKen refuge with a king in Suket and her son Moshana&va 
was set up in Chamba by this king. If we take 25 years 
average, we get for Virasena (1527-675) 852, for Bahusena 
(852 plus 250) 1102 and for Samudrasena (1102 plus 150) 1252 
A. D. In any case, Suket may be taken as founded not later 
than 800 A. D. and Mandi than 1100 A. R. Rr. Fleet does not ■ 
believe that the Nirmand inscription of Samudrasena is dated 
in St. 1227 or 1170 A. R. as Cunningham thought. The date 
given in that inscription is only 6 which may belong to the 
^istra era and on pslgeographic grounds the inscription cannot 
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be later than the 7th century, A. D. This difficulty, however, 
need not disturb the dates above given for the founding of 
Mandi and Suket, as Samudrasena of the Nirmand inscription 
can be treated as a king diffierent from the Samudrasena of the 
Vamsavalis v/hich really appears to be the case from the dih^er- 
ence of the names of his immediate ancestors given in the ins- 
cription and in the Vamsavalis. 

If we take the date of the founding of Mandi as 1000 A, D. 
or even 1100 A. D. it is possible to explain that the kingdom 
was founded by Sena Eajputs during invasions of Mahomedans 
into the Panjab' under Mahmud or later. The story that it was 
founded by Bahusena, brother of Sahusena with whom he dis- 
agreed is of the usual fashion wherein two brothers having 
names sounding like each other found two kingdoms and may 
be disbelieved, Suket is, however, an older kingdom and was 
founded about 800 A. D. ( It is a strange revelation that while 
Kangra Eatoch Eajputs marry with the Suket family they do 
not marry with the Mandi family though of the same clan, as 
the Maharaja of Guler informed us ). 

We are not concerned with the history of Mandi or of 
Suket later than 1200 A. D. It seems that this family of Eajput 
hill princes remained undisturbed by Mahomedan invasions 
for a long time. They appear to have been independent of 
Kashmir also during this and the preceding sub-periods 
(800 to 1200). 

6 KASHTAWAR. 

The small hill state of Kashthavata (modern Kashtawar) 
was ruled during this period by a Eajput family which was 
a dependent of Kashmir, as the name of a king Uttamaraja of 
Kashthavata appears among the names of those eight feuda- 
tories who attended on Kala^a king of Kashmir in 1087 A. D. 
\ (See Vol, I p. 236). It may be noted that Suket and Mandi kings 
are not mentioned therein. Prom the article of Hutchinson 
and Vogel in J. Panjab H. S. V ol. IV (p. 29-41) on the history of 
the Kashtawar state, the princes of Kashtawar appear to belong 
to the family of Suket and Mandi and also believe that they 
came from Gaur, Their names also end mostly in the suffix sena. 
This tradition, as stated already, is wrong being based oh the 
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name-ending sena only. The king Uttamaraja mentioned as 
ruling in 1087 A. D. however, did not belong to this family ' as 
liis name does not appear in the Vamsavali of Kashtawar 
supplied by the modern representative who is a Mahomedan 
convert Kajput. It seems to us that the first king Kahnapala 
who was sprung from the Suket family came to this part later 
and conquered it about 1200 A. D. or thereafter. We are not 
concerned with the history of this family in later and Mogul 
times though it is given in detail by Hutchinson and Vogel in 
the article above referred to. This state is now a part, of 
Kashmir, having been conquered by the Sikhs in the days of 
Kanjitsing. The family was a Chandravamsi family with 
Atri as its gotra, being of the same clan as the Suket family. 
To what clan Uttamaraja’s family belonged which ruled during 
our sub-period, there is no material to determine. 

7 vallIpur (balob) or BASOHLI 

This was another hill state subordinate to Kashmir the 
Kaja of which was among those who attended on king Kalasa 
in 1089 A. D, as stated above. The history of this family 
down to the present day is given by Hutchinson and Vogel in 
J. Panjab H. S. Vol. 11. (pp. 77-98) and we give the following few 
facts from this interesting article relating to our period. The 
family claimed to be descended from the Pandavas and they 
believe that they came from Allahabad .to Almora from there to 
Hardwar and from there into the hills via Suket. This tradition 
may be accepted as descendants of the Pandavas last ruled at 
Kausambi and their greatest king in historic times wasUdayana 
well-known from the Kathasaritsagara who with his minister 
Yaugandharayana ruled in Kausambi. The Ttajas are therefore 
Chhandrabansi ; their gotra has not been ascertained ; though 
the main branch is now extinct, there are many collateral 
descendants known, as Baloria Rajputs, The kingdom was 
founded by one Bhogapala long before, 900 A. D. and the 
ancient capital was Vallapura or Balor. The names of the 
kings usually end in pala. Trailokyapala ruled in the first 
half of the 11th century and his son was Tunga and grandson 
Kalasa. This king is mentioned in the Rajatarangini as 
visiting Kashmir to attend on Kalasa the ■ Kashmir king, 
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Padmaka and his son Ananda are other names of Vallapur 
kings mentioned in the Tarangipi but they are not found in the 
Vam^Svali of Baloria kings. They assisted Bikshachara, 
grandson of Harsha, to regain the throne of Kashmir seized by 
[Johchala and Sussala, being his relatives. But they failed and 
, ventually went over to the latter. Jayasinha is said to have 
deposed another king of Balor; but apparently the later 
kings became independent. Their names down to 1200 A. D. 
need not be given as we know nothing about them beyond 
their names* 

8 EOT KANGEA. 

♦ 

The kingdom of Jalandhara has been noticed already in 
Vol. I pp. 383-84, as subsisting from the most ancient times of 
Mahabharata days when Susarman the first known ancestor of 
the Katoch kings fought on the side of the Kauravas, His 
descendant in the direct line at present is the Maharaja Sir 
'laichand of Lambagraon, Kangra District; a Rajput chief 
of great learning and influence among the Rajputs of Eastern 
Himalayas. Who the king of Trigarta which then included Ja- 
landhara in the plains and Kangra in the hills was at the time 
of Mahmud has not yet been ascertained from him. We have 
already stated that the king must have been a dependent ally 
of Anandapala, king of Kabul and the Panjab, and must have 
fought in his last battle with Mahmud. The Hindus were 
defeated and probably Mahmud suddenly made a raid on Kot 
Kangra before the king could come back. The fort fell though 
defended for a time by the garrison and it was seized with all 
the immense treasure kept therein. As stated in the note on 
Kot Kangra already given, the fort was impregnable and hence 
it was made the depository of treasure by Hindu kings. From 
the account given by Htbi, a contemporary historian of 
. "tlahmud, it appears that the garrison lost heart on seeing the 
-immense force which invested the fort and capitulated soon 
without much resistance. They were, we think, a mercenary 
force and not a band of gallant defenders fighting for national 
independence. For Utbi states “They capitulated and con- 
sented to serve under the banners of the Sultan. Then they 
opened the gate and humbly offered their services ” ( Utbi 
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p. 341). Thus the impregnable fort with its immense riches fell 
into the hands of Mahmud who permanently occupied it and 
kept trusty guards there, when he retired. It appears that the 
Trigarta kings lost their kingdom in the plains henceforward, 
and they must have-further retired into the hills. They, however, ^ 
took back the fort, it is said, in 1044 A. D. at the suggestion of 
the kings of Delhi after a seige of 4 months. Utbi does not 
relate the throwing down of any temple or the destruction 
of any idol at Kangra Kot as other historians do. But 
it is nowhere stated of what deity the idol was. From 
inquiries at Kangra it appears to us that there was a famous 
temple of Devi Ambika there, distinct, of course, from the 
Devi of JwalamukhI which is about 30 miles distant from Kot 
Kangra. The Devi idol must have been, as already stated, 
destroyed by Mahmud and it was replaced by the Kangra king 
when he retook the fort. 

The later history of Kangra kings upto 1200 A. D., the 
end of our period, is soon told. Kalhana mentions king^. 
Indrachandra in 1040 A. D. and he must be the king who took' 
the fort back. We do not find any mention of any later king 
in Kangra except for a reference to a king of Trigarta defeated 
by the Turks in Jonaraja’s Eajatarangini, He fled to Kashmir 
and with the help of Jayasinha about 1150 A. D. retook his 
kingdom after defeating the Turkish invader. It is not 
necessary to give mere names of kings from the Vamsavali of 
Katooh kings which is undoubtedly one of the most reliable 
Vama^avalis in the Himalayan states down to the end of our 
period, as nothing particular can be related about these kings. 
We have already given a description of the fort of Kangra and 
its temples in chapter X Book VI. 



CHAPTER XIX. 


RAI PITHAURA, THE LAST HINDU HERO-EMPEROR. 

The history of the life of this last Hindu chivalrous 
emperor of India has been given in great detail in the Rasa 
supposed to be composed by Chand Bhat, a contemporary of 
Prithviraj. But as the present Rasa has nearly wholly trans- 
formed the probable original nucleus and as many events and 
statements given therein have been proved untrue from trust- 
worthy records, it is difficult to determine which part of its 
account is true. There are two historical poems, however, 
which will assist us, first, the PrithvIraja-Vijaya-kavya com- 
posed by a Kashmiri court-poet of Prithviraj himself, first 
brought to notice by Bfihler and later by Mr. Harbilas Sarda 
of Ajmer (J. R. A. S. 1913) and second, Hammirkavya pub- 
’ lished by J. S. Kirtane. The first is, however, incomplete and 
' does not come down to the close of Prithviraja’s career ; while 
the second devotes itself more to the glory of Hammlra a des- 
cendant of Prithviraj. We will try to construct an account 
of the life of this hero from all these sources, using the Rasa 
account so far as it is probable and uncontradicted. 

In an inscription of Prithviraj himself found at Madanapur 
and recorded by him in 1182 A,D. after defeating Paramardideva 
Chandella; v/e are told that Prithviraj was son of Somes vara 
and grandson of Arnoraja. Unfortunately, though the practice 
of inscriptions often is, the names of the mother of Prithviraj 
and Somesvara are not given. The Rasa makes a daughter of 
Anangapala of Belli, mother of Prithviraj ; but the Hammlra 
kSvya and Prithviraja-Vijaya state that he was born of a 
Chedi Haihaya princess named Karpuradevi, which of course 
is the more reliable statement. Prithviraj according to the 
Rasa was born in Ananda St. 1115 or A. D. 1149 and 
when he died he was 43 years old, which gives correctly the 
year of his death viz. 1192 A. D. Tod gives the date of Pri- 
thviraja’s birth as St. 1215 or A. D. 1158 which makes his age at 
the time of his last battle, 34 years. Rai Bahadur Gaurishanker 
Ojha thinks that the date ought to be St'. 1225 or , A. D. 1168 
41 
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whicli would make Mm 24 years old at the time of his death, 
which seems incredible. 

From the Bijolia inscription (J. A. S. Bengal LY part 1 pp. 

3 1-40) we are certain that Visaladeva or Vigraba III conquered 
Delhi and this event from Visala’s inscription on;the Siwalik 
pillar at Delhi the exact date of which is 9th April 1164^; 
(Kielhorn I. A. XIX p. 218) must have happened sometime 
about December 1163. The Bijolia inscription mentions 
Prithviraja II as ruling after Visala and making a grant to a 
Jain temple and after him Somesvara as ruling and also 
making another grant to another Jain temple. The date of this 
Bijolia inscription is 1170 A. D. We have two inscriptions of 
Prithvibhata or Prithviraj II dated 1167 and 1169 (E I. VIII 
Kielhorn). Thus we are certain that he came to the throne 
some time between 1164 and 1167 and ruled till the end of 
1169, when Somesvara succeeded him. How long he ruled 
after 1170 is not clear. Gaurishanker thinks that he ruled till 
St. 1236 or 1179 A. D. ; and at that time Prithviraj was a 4 
minor, the government being carried on by his mother during 
his minority according to the Prithviraja-Vijaya Kavya. But 
in .1182 he was grown up and powerful enough to defeat 
Paramardideva. If we take him 21 years old at this time then 
his birth would be about 1161 A. D. and his age would be 18 at 
the time of Somesvara’s death in the 1179 which would not 
make him for a Hindu prince a minor and this would 
contradict Prithviraja-Vijaya. It is, therefore, probable that 
Somesvara did not rule so late as 1179 A. D. but [ruledl;till 
about 1175 A. D. We thus have four uncertain dates for the 
birth of Prithviraj viz. (1) 1149 A. D., Vaisakha Badi 2 (May) 
according to the Rasa (2) Prithviraj-Yijaya gives the following 
date and positions of planets viz: Jyestha Badi 12, being after 
the end of bright Vaisakha and Mars in Capricorn, Saturn in 
Aquarius, Jupiter in Pisces, Sun in Aries, Moon in Taurus and 
Mercury in Jemini, ’(this gives no clue to the year of his birth)* 

• For the curious we may state that the horoscope of Prithviraja according to the 
Rasa is different from the one which results from the positions given above. But even 
these arc imaginary as it is impossible that on Jyestha Bad! 12 the sun can be in 
Aries and the moon in Taurus. The Rasa date of birth is Saka 1071 Vaishakha Vadya 2 
( AjDf IKP) i and the Vljaya date is Jycshfha Vadya 1? (Purnimanta month) ; this miii may 
be believed though the year may be unctriaiiu taken to be liso A- D, or Saka 1081. 
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(3) 1158 according to Tod and(4) 1168 according to Gaurishanker. 
Some^vara at the time of the birth of Prithviraj was not king. 
It is related that during the rule of his brother • Vigraha III he 
resided at the court of Jayasinha Sidharaja of Anhilwad whose 
daughter Kanohanadevi was his mother. He came to Ajmer on 
the death of Prithviraj II. And he ruled there for some years) 
as is also proved by his copper coins found. The place of 
Prithviraja’s birth is given by the Rasa as Delhi ; but it must 
have been Anhilwad or Tripur the capital of the Chedis, the former 
being mentioned by Prithviraj-Vijaya (J. R. A. S. 9913 p. 276). 

Having discussed the date as also the place of birth of 
Prithviraj we will go on to speak of his marriages. He must 
have been certainly a precocious boy and according to the 
Rajput fashion of the day and indeed Hindu practice generally 
of the time, he must have married early. The Rasa mentions 
many queens of his ; but the first and notable of them was 
InchhinI daughter of Jaita Paramara of Abu. The Rasa story 
of this marriage is, however, absurd. An elder daughter of the 
Paramara chief of Abu was married to Chaulukya king Bhima ; 
who, learning of the great beauty of her younger sister, insisted 
on marrying that princess also. Her father, however, gave her in 
marriage to Prithviraj. The kingdom of Abu was invaded in 
consequence by Bhima. Prithviraj moved against Bhima who, 
thereupon, incited Shihabuddin to attack Prithviraja from the 
north while he himself attacked him from* the south. 
Prithviraj and his general Kaimasa, however, defeated them 
severally ; Shihabuddin being even captured. (The Rasa, by 
an amazing exaggeration, makes Prithviraj capture Shiha- 
buddin several times releasing him each time through 
generosity). The story seems improbable, though we may 
believe that Prithviraj was married to InchhinI a Paramara 
princess and that he had a fight with Bhola Bhima of Gujarat 
for some reason in which the latter was defeated. 

We need not describe the other queens of Prithviraj men- 
tioned by the Rasa ; but we must notice his last queen viz : 
Sanyogita daughter of Jaichand Gahadavala king of Kanauj. 
The Rasa makes a most poetical story of this marriage. It 
represents Jaichand holding a svayamvara of his daughter 
and Prithviraj being his enemy was not only not invited, but 
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in derision, an image of his in the dress of a Bhaldar or maoe- 
bearer was placed at the entrance of the marriage hall. 
Sanyogita who had already been married to Prithviraj in a 
dream by the god 'Kali threw the garland of marriage round 
the neck of his image. The chivalrous Prithviraj seized the 
princess and carried her off, fighting through the army of f 
Jaiohand. This story is too enchanting to be true ; but it is 
difficult to reject it altogether as some do and we believe that 
Prithviraj to whom Sanyogita must have communicated her 
love like Juliet, by a sudden raid on Kanauj must have 
carried her off. Svayamvaras were obsolete at this time, though 
described by Chand in the Rasa and by Bilhana in Vikraman- 
kacharitra, a little earlier (1125 A. D.). This love story has, 
however, immortalized the name of Prithviraj as much as , his 
defeat of Shihabuddin Ghori. Sir Vincent Smith places this 
marriage in 1175 A. D. following probably the Rasa (E. H. I* . 
p. 387 3rd Ed); but if we believe that Prithviraj was born in 1158 
according to Tod, he would be only 17 years old in 1175 A. D ; / 
(according to the Rasa he would be 26 years old) and further / 
the fall of Prithviraj would come 17 years after this marriage/ 
But the Rasa represents the fall as coming soon after im 
marriage and it is probable, therefore, that this event happer^/ed 
at least. 10 years later i.e. about 1185 A. D. which date indeed, 
we find, is given in the Rasa and not 1175 A. D. 

We need not mention the many incidents in tha life of 
of Prithviraj described by the Rasa such as the destruction of 
EaimSsa, his most able minister and general. It is sufficient 
if we mention the probable wars which Prithviraj must have 
waged beside his war with Mahomedans. The most important, 
and powerful kingdoms in Northern India then were those of 
Gujarat, Bundelkhand and Panchala or Kanauj, ruled by 
Chalukyas, Chandellas and Gahadavalas. And the kings in 
these at this time were also able and powerful viz. Bhima, '' 
Paramardideva and Jaichand. With each one of them ^ 
Prithviraj fought and established his superiority over them. 
Each of these wars is full of chivalroiip incidents which it 
would be out of place here to detail, such as the story of Alha 
and Udhalha of the Banaphara clan, two heroes who had been 
driven away by Paramardideva but who by the entreaty of 
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their mother and for the sake of their mother-land came back 
to Mahoba to fight with Prithviraj when he attacked it and 
died fighting v»^ith him. The whole poem of Chand is full of 
such daring incidents, so dear to the chivalrous Rajputs and 
thus deserves the vast popularity it enjoys in Rajputana. The 
historian, however, is unable to accept these stories as historical 
in the absence of corroborating epigraphic or other reliable 
evidence. The war with Paramardideva was waged in 1182 
A. D. and the latter was conquered; as appears from Prithvi- 
raja's inscription recorded at Madanpura in Chandella territory 
already mentioned. 

The summary of Prithvlraja-Vijaya-Kavya given by Mr. 
Harbilas Sarda in J. R. A. S. 1913 contains no details either 
about Prithviraja’s marriages or his wars. It mentions two 
ministers Kadambavasa and Bhuvanika-Malla who were great 
warriors; but even their achievements are not mentioned. 
However it introduces at the end a messenger from Gujarat 
announcing its victory' over Shihabuddin. This was after 
Prithvlraja was major and himself ruling. The battle as stated 
in Gujarat history was fought in 1179 A. D. and PrithvifSja 
appears then to have been major at this date. His minority 
must have lasted for a short time only. 

On the disastrous results of these wars with the neigh- 
bouring kingdoms we will speak later on ; but they established 
the fame of Prithviraja and he has rightly been called emperor 
of Northern India. He was king of Ajmer and Delhi and 
emperor or Chakravartin of Northern India (like George V, 
king of England and Emperor of India). This position of a 
chakravartin was the bone of contention among Rajput 
kings: and each powerful king tried to assert it; even the 
kings of Konkan, as we have seen, called themselves Eonkana- 
Ghakravartin. The competitor of Prithviraj to Imperial dignity 
was Jaichand of Eanauj whose grand-father Govindachandra 
was really emperor over the whole of N orthern India; that position 
was wrested from his son by Visaladeva in about 1160 A.D. and 
the conquest and annexation of Delhi added to the power of the 
Chauhans. This contest between Prithvlraja and Jaichand 
weakened their power to resist the Mahomedans under Ghori. 
How it finally led to the conquest of both, we go on to describe, 
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The Rasa gives five dates of events 
Edn. of the Rasa p. 140). viz. 

in the life of PrithvTraj (Benares 

1 Birth 

1115 Anand St. =1149 A. 

D.=1205 V. E. 

2 Adoption at Delhi. 

1122 

M =1158 „ 

=1213 „ 

3 Fight with Kaimasa. 

1140 

. =1174 „ 

=1231 „ 

4 Kanauj expedition 

1157 

=1185 „ 

=1242 „ 

5 Final fight and death. 

1158 

„ =1192 „ 

=1249 „ 


NOTE :~2 THE OLD DELHI OF PRITHVIRaJA. 

From “ the Seven Cities of Delhi” of Gordon and from ancient Maho- 
medan accounts and Indian records, as well as from a personal inspection 
of the locality, an idea may be formed and given of the old city of Delhi 
ruled by Prithviraja. Indrapastha appears, from Mahomedan records, to 
have existed separately in the time of Kutubuddin and at a distance from 
the Delhi of Prithviraja. This is probably the same place which is now 
known as Indrapat. To the south-west of it, at a distance of about two 
miles, Anangapala Tomara built a fort called even then Lalkot, and 
founded a city which may be the same as the modern small town of 
Mehrauli. This Lalkot is the same place as where now stands Kutubuddin’s 
mosque; the ancient iron pillar, believed to have been brought from 
Mathura and set up by AnangapSla, being in the centre of the court-yard 
of this mosque. At present the western wall of the Kutub mosque is not 
standing. In Anangapala’s fort, there must have been many Jain and 
Hindu temples. These were thrown down by Kutubuddin and their beauti- 
fully oarved pillars were utilized by him (for building the four sides of the 
court-yard of the mosque.- That Kutubuddin preserved the carvings of these 
pillars and allowed the iron pillar to stand where it was set up, shows the 
greatness of that first Mahomedan Indian emperor. “How the iron pillar 
( dating probably from the 5th century A. C. ) so long remains without 
rusting is a thing which manufacturers of the present day long to explain. 
It is a single shaft about 17 tons in weight. It was originally raised to 
Vishpu (by a king named Chandra as an inscription on it states ) and 
probably had a Garuda upoi. it”. “All honour is due to Kutubuddin for 
leaving it in front of the mosque (and taking it in ithe centre of its court- 
yard while the Moslem conquerors of Rhodes sold the Colossus there to a 
Jew for the brass, ” (Fergusson). “There are pillars of Jain temples of 
the Dame order as those on Mt. Abu” — (Fergusson) but “there are others 
of Hindu temples with carvings showing cow and calf and Krishpa and his 
mother” (Fanshawe). There can be distinctly seen the head ofKIrti- 



BAi BITHAURA, THE LAST HINDU HEEO-EMPEROR 327 



mukha with rows of teeth clearly markable, who is a well-known servant 
of Siva. The fort of Anangapala was extensive enough apparently to 
contain many palaces and temples. 

This fort and city of Delhi was founded by Anangapala Tomara in 
about 1052 A. D. in which year the pillar was set up there according to an 
nEcription on the pillar itself. A hundred years later the ChShamEnao 
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conquered it and annexed the Tomara kingdom. Frithvlraja is said to 
have extended the city and built a wall round it. “The wall of PrithvIrEja 
can be traced round the Kutub mosque.” There is still a portion of the 
wall standingi with bastion-towers, to the west of the moaque’-at a distance 
of some two furlongs, which may be the wall of a city or another circum- 
vallating wall of the fort itself. We have to imagine a ground fort round 
about the present Kutub Minar “rising like a mountain” (Taj-ul-Ma’sir), 
The name of the new city and the fort appears to he really Dhillika, a 
new name given by the Tomaras so far as we can see. The name in this 
form is used in two inscriptions already quoted, viz., the Bijolia inscription 
dated St. 1226 or 1169 A. D. and the well inscription cf 1336 A. D. 
which distinctly states that the city was founded by the Tomaras and 
subsequently ruled by the Chahamanas. Thus the name Delhi goes back 
to about 1050 A. D, What the name means is not clear as the original 
form Dhillika is difficult to be converted into its Sanskrit equivalent. It 
is a Prakrit word meaning loose as the modern vernacular word means, 
and there may be some truth in the legend usually mentioned about 
the city’s name. 



CHAPTER XX. 


SHIHABUDDIN GHOEI, AND HIS CONFLICT 
WITH PEITHVIRaJ. 

Panjab fell before Mahmud, Turkish king of Ghazni ; 
Northern India fell before Shihabuddin, Afghan king of Ghor. It 
is, therefore, necessary to give a short account of this king 
before we proceed to narrate the history of the fall of the 
Rajput kingdoms of Northern India, in the same way as we 
gave an account of the rise of the Turkish kingdom of Ghazni, 
before we gave the history of the downfall of the Panjab. 

Ghor is a mountainous territory to the northwest of Ghazni 
peopled by Afghans and the king and people of Ghor were 
originally Hindus, as elsewhere in Afghanistan. They were 
converted to Mahomedanism before and during the days of 
Mahmud of Ghazni. The kings of Ghor ruled in subordination 
to the Sultans of Ghazni for long time, till in the time of 
Sultan Bahram a quarrel arose between them. Bahram 
unnecessarily first killed Eutubuddin Ghori and then his brother 
Saifuddin with the greatest possible indignity at Ghazni. 
Allauddin, their brother, vowed vengeance and marched on 
Ghazni, when Bahram marched out of Ghazni to oppose him 
v/ith a formidable force the chief arm of which was the elephant 
force. By the bravery of certain heroes, Allauddin was able to 
defeat the elephant force as also the army of Bahram who fled 
leaving Ghazni to the tender mercies of Allauddin. A most 
terrible vengeance was exacted by him from Ghazni which was 
plundered and burnt for seven days continuously. Every man 
that was found there was slain and the women and children 
were made slaves. He destroyed all the palaces of the 
Mahmudi kings “ which had no equals in the world. ” After 
that he returned to Ghor with the remains of his brothers and 
he interred them in the tombs of their ancestors ( Tabakat-i- 
Nasiri E. II p. 3.89 ). A terrible vengeance indeed on the 
people for the fault of their king III Bahram fled to India but 
died on the way. Allauddin Ghori for this act of cruelty is 
properly called Jahan-soz or burner of the world. After his 

43 
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death his son succeeded him, and after his death within a short 
time Ghiyasuddin Muhammad bin Sam, his cousin, succeeded 
in Ferozkoh, the capital of Ghor. His brother Muez-ud-din 
Muhammad bin Sam became king of Ghazni in 1172 A. D. The 
Gozz Turks who held the possession of Ghazni for twelve years, 
the Mahmudi Sultan Khusru haviner fled to India, were driven ^ 
away by him. He ruled in behalf of his brother Ghiyasuddin 
but was virtually master. He was an ambitious energetic king 
and naturally formed the design of conquering all the Indian 
territory of the Mahmudi Sultans of Ghazni and of conquering 
Hindustan itself. Muhammad Ghori was also called Shiha- 
buddin or ‘ flaming star of religion.’ 

He first conquered Multan and the adjoining territory in 
il75 ; and in 1178 A. D. he led his army by way of Uchh and 
Multan against Naharwala. The Rai of Haharwala was a 
minor ( the name Bhima is wrongly given here by the Tabakat, 
it ought to have been Mularaja as we have already seen in ^ 
Gujaiat history ; he was, however, elder brother of Bhima ) but 
the Rai had a large army and many elephants and the Sultan 
was defeated and compelled to retreat. 

In 1179 A- D. he took Peshawar and two years later he 
advanced against Lahore which was the capital of the Mahmudi 
S iltan Khusru. The power of the Ghaznavides was on the 
decline and their glory was departing. Khusru Malek sent his 
son as hostage and an elephant as present and he -was spared 
this time. Muhammad Ghori thereafter turned his attention 
towardf’. Sind and conquered Debal and the surrounding country 
upto the sea. In 1184 he again marched towards Lahore, 
ravaged the country, founded the town and fort of Sialkot and 
finally took Lahore. Khusru Malek could offer no resistance ; 
he came forth peacefully to meet the Sultan and was made a 
prisoner and he was subsequently sent to Ferozkoh. the capital 
of Ghor and thence to a fort with his son in 1191 A. D. and 
there put to death about 1205 A. D. This conduct and fate of 
the last Ghaznavide Sultan reminds one of the similar conduct 
and fate of the Sultan of Bijapur before Auranzjeb. Muezuddin 
appointed a governor in Lahore and the father of the author of 
the Tabakat, Kazi of the army of Hindustan 3-' d then returned 


I 
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to Ghazni ( E. II p. 295 ). Thus was substituted in the Panjab 
s new dynasty of rulers in place of the effete old Mahmudi 
dynasty and a new ambitious powerful king came to the throne 
of Ghazni, who had the energy _^nd ambitioni though not the 
greatness, of Mahmud and who fought with the Rajput kings of 
Northern India as neighbouring kings must always do. 

HIS CONFLICT WITH PRITHVIRaJ. 

The important kingdom in his immediate neighbourhood 
was the kingdom of Ajmer and Delhi ruled by Prilhviraj and 

the two emperors were equally matched in their personal 
capacities, and the extent of their resources. The history of 
this conflict is differently told in the Rasa of Chand and the 
Taj-ul-Ma’sir of Nizamuddin followed by the Tabakat-i-Nasiri. 
Both sides exaggerate the merits of their heroes; but historically 
considered, the account of the Taj and the l abakat, written 
about 20 and 50 years respectively after the event, is more 
reliable than the almost fabulous account given in the Rasa 
amplified to its. present form nearly 300 years after Prithvlraja. 
We will, therefore, mainly follow the account of these 
Mahomedan writers and try to test it historically ; though it 
may be regretted that the Taj is not more detailed and less 
poetical, in fact is not to be compared with the welhknow'n 
chronicle of Mahmud by Utbi. 

We may first notice the extract from the Tabakat given by 
Elliot II (p. 295J. The first attack was made by Muhammad 
Ghori who invaded Hindu territory and seized the fort of 
Sirhind and placed it under a Mahomedan governor. '* Rai 
Pithaura came up against the fort and the Sultan faced him at 
Narain. All the Rais of Hindustan were with the Rai Kola (a 
term of abuse ).” Probably Prithvlraja for this conflict, in 
order to nip in the bud this aggression by Mahomedans against 
Hindus, collected a confederate Hindu army and then advanced 
against the Sultan, But there is no corroborating evidence 
from epigraphic records to prove this confederacy. In the 
fight, the Sultan seizing a lance attacked Govindrai of Delhi 
who was riding an elephant, the Sultan being on horseback. 
The Sultan drove his lance into the mouth of Govindrai and 
knocked down two of his teeth. The Bai, however, by his blO^f 
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wounded severely one arm of his adversary. The Sultan reined 
back his horse and turned aside. As the Sultan began to totter 
on his horse, an intrepid young Afghan sprang upon the 
Sultan’s horse and supported him and took the horse safely away. 
But the army thinking the Sultan killed, gave way and fled ; 
and thus was inflicted a severe defeat upon the Mahomedans.” 

Whether this account is true and w'hether the defeat was 
not, in the usual fashion, due to superior numbers or superior 
tactics or superior heroism, we need not discuss. One thing 
may be said, however, that the Mahomedans, even according to 
their account, like the Hindus, fled unbeaten because of the 
report of the death of their king. This is not strange. Eastern, 
armies figh^im_t_fcg:mati_ons but^^ The Mahomedans were 

no more fired by a national sentiment than the Hindus ; and 
the substitute of a religious for a national sentiment was equal 
on both the sides. Certain it is that in this battle, Shihabuddin 
Ghori was signally defeated ( 1191 A, D. ). 

The tradition among the Hindus is, as recorded in the 
Rasa, that the Sultan was captured. The story of Dhira Pun- 
dira given in the Rasa is clearly fictitious; but it is possible 
that when Govindrai (who is not mentioned in the Rasa at all 
and who is represented as killed in the next conflict with Pri- 
thviraj ) inflicted a severe wound on the Sultan and he began 
to totter on his horse, he may have been seized by Pundir and 
finally captured- The Sultan was allowed to return by Prith- 
viraj after a ransom of 30 elephants and five hundred horses 
was taken from him. This much may be historically true. 
The Taj does not mention this defeat at all but discreetly 
begins with the Sultan’s next advance against Prithvlraja. It 
is, of course, entirely unbelievable as alleged by the Rasa that 
the Sultan was many times captured in battle and at each time 
released and sent back by Prithvlraja. ’ This is the usual redu- 
plication of events noticeable from the story of Krishna in the 
Puranas down to the story of Munja by the chroniclers who is 
supposed to have six times defeated and captured taila Chalu- 
kya of Kalyan ( see Vol. II p. 120 ). But an exaggeration like 
this generally has some truth behind it and we may believe 
th&t Shihabuddin was captured in this battle and released on 
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ransom just as Jaipal was released by Mahmud after- hie first 
defeat on a similar ransom. 

Whatever be the reality of this incident, the fact that the 
Sultan was defeated in this battle is accepted on both sides. 
The place of this battle is given as Narain which, in the origi- 
nal, must be Tarain. The scene is said to be on the Sarsuti but 
Cunningham thinks that the exact site was on the banks of the 
E-aukshi river, four miles south of Tirauri and ten miles to the 
north of Karnal. “Tirauri is also called Azimabad” (note 
Elliot II p. 295 ). The Karnal Gazetteer (1918) gives the latest 
information and states (p. 10) that the battle was fought at 
Nardina a village in the Hai Wafi in the Nardak, 12 miles 
south of Thanesar and 3 miles from Taraori. 

The Tabakat proceeds to relate that when the Sultan retired, 
Prithvlraja invested the fort of Sirbind for 13 months. If 
• this is true it can not be believed that the Sultan was captured 
j in battle and released. For one condition of such release would 
^ naturally have been the surrender of the fort which had been 
wrongly seized by the Sultan ; and probably the fight would 
not have been, continued or even renewed so soon. The Sultan 
according to the Tabakat made fresh preparations and returned 
to the fight with an overwhelming force. 

The Taj-ul-Ma’sir suppresses all this and begins with the 
statement that the Sultan sent a venerable reliable man to 
Ajmer calling upon Prithvlraja to accept Islam and subordina«> 
tion to the Sultan ; thus giving the affair a wholly religious 
aspect. It does not seem to us ,that..Muhammad-Ghori’s -war 
upon India was from religious motives as that of. .Mahmud 
was, though MaHo.ihmedan writers naturally give it this form. 
The war was waged solely for aggression and extension of 
dominion as the more truly historical I'abakat describes. 

The Taj gives no details about this final conflict but merely 
says that the army of Islam was victorious and a hundred 
thousand Hindus swiftly “ departed to the fire of hell.” The 
more truly historical Tabakat gives interesting details. Quot- 
ing an eye-witness who was in the army, it states that the 

® RaSa mcniions gons and even canon in this battle which plainly indicates that the 
Rasa account was written after Babar who first used gnns in India in the Iffth century. 
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army of Islam numbered a hundred and twenty thousand 
horsemen clad in armour. The numbers on the Hindu side are 
not given. “Before the Sultan arrived, the fort had capitulated 
and the Hindu army was encamped in the vicinity of Narain.” 
It thus appears that the site of the second battle was nearly 
the same as before. The tactics adopted at this battle are 
described by the Tabakat as follows : — 

“The Sultan drew up his battle array, leaving his main 
body in the rear with the banners, canopies and elephants. The 
light-armoured horsemen were made into four divisions of 
10 ,000. each and were directed to advance and to harass the 
enemy, on the right, on the left, in the front and in the rear. 
When the enemy collected his forces to attack, they were to 
support each other and to charge at full speed. By these tac- 
tics the enemy was worsted, the Almighty gave us the victory 
over them and they fled’’, (p. 297). 

, The manner of fighting adopted by the Mahomedans at 
this momentous battle as described’ above appears similar to 
that adopted by Mahmud in his battles with Jaipal and Ananda- 
pala ; frequent attacks by bodies of cavalry and a final attack 
by a reserve force, a measure also adopted by Ahmed Shah 
Abdali. How the Hindus fought cannot be stated as the des- 
criptions in the Easa are imaginary and as the author copies 
the Mahabharata in describing Vyuhas in the form of birds or 
animals, and the description is not from an eye-witness but 
from a poet who wrote centuries afterwards. But that the 
fighting was tough and the battle was severely contested 
appears clear from the single sentence of the Tabakat. “The 
Almighty gave us the victory”. There being no superiority of 
arms as at Assaye or at Plassey, and there being no lack of 
heroism on the side of the ' Hindus, we may take it that the 
battle was not a walk over, as may perhaps bethought. It 
cannot be gainsaid that Pritfivlraja fought most bravely in ' this 
final fight and that fate was against him at this time. The story 
of the Easa that Prithviraja after his marriage with Sanyogita 
gave himself up solely to pleasure and neglected the army is 
probably fictitious.. And this is doubly true' when we remem- 
ber that Prithviraja was not in Delhi as the Eass. represents 
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but in Ajmer. The importance of Delhi commences from Kutub- 
uddin. Those who wrote in later centuries, as even Firishta, 
could not resist the idea of bringing in Delhi, much less could 
the amplifier of the Rasa and the whole story of the Rasa 
including the names of the fighters on both sides, notably of 
Samarasinha of Chitod has to be given up as unhistorical. 

But the story of the Rasa as to how Prithviraj ended his 
life is the climas of its unhistorical nature. It is the usual 
story of vengeance, a story invented after the true account of 
the death of Muhammad Ghori at the hands of Gakkhar 
assassins on the south bank of the Indus had been forgotten. 
The real manner of Prithvlraja’s death, however, still remains a 
mystery like that of Bhaoosaheb or Jankoji Scindia at Panipat 
The two accounts of the Taj and Tabakat differ. The latter 
merely records that “Pithaura alighted from his elephant, 
mounted a horse and gallopped off but he was captured near 
Sarsuti and sent to hell”. The Taj, however, records (p. 215) 
that the Rai of Ajmer was taken prisoner and his life was 
spared. At Ajmer where he was taken, he was detected in an 
intrigue (which is only obscurely hinted) and orders were, there- 
fore, given for his being beheaded and a sword accordingly 
severed the head of that accursed wretch from his body”. In 
this state of the evidence, it is difiScult to decide how Prithviraj 
met his death ; but we prefer to believe that Prithviraja was 
oaptured on the Sarsuti and immediately put to death as the 
Tabakat relates. 



NOTE 1 MUHAMMAD GHORI AND PRITHVIRAJ. 

The translation of the Tahakat by Raverty gives a somewhat different 
wording from Elliot and states “ When the ranks were duly raarbialled, 
the Sultan seized a lance and attacked the elephant' on which Gcvindrai 
of Delhi was mounted and on which elephant he moved about in front of 
the battle. The Sultan struck Govindrai on the mouth and he launched 
a javelin at the Sultan and inflicted a very severe wound. .The Sultan 
turned his charger’s head round and receded and from the agony of the 
wound he was unable to continue on horseback any longer. Defeat befell 
the army of Islam and it was irretrievably routed. The Sultan was very 
nearly falling from his horse, seeing which a Khilji stripling recognised the 
Sultan and sprang up behind and supporting him in his arms mrged the 
horse with his voice and brought him out cf the field of battle. On the 
Muhamadan forces not seeing the Sultan, lamentations broke &om them 
and they reached a'placa where the defeated army was“safe from pursuit. 
Suddenly the Sultan arrived., (p. 431 ). 

Raver ty in his note gives here the different account given by later 
authors and the account of Firishta as also of modern English historians based 
on the last. Firishta gives the army of Pithora as amounting to two lakhs - 
of men and" 3,000 elephants. He also states that the right and left wings ' 
had:already been defeated and had turned their faces; and that the Sultan in\i 
the centre not heeding this led a furious assault. One account lastly I 
states that the Sultan fell from his horse and was not known till night ' 
when slaves came searching for him among the slain on the battlefield. 
All this gives plausibility to the RasS accountthat the.Sultan was captured. | 
From the Tahakat even^it is clear that the Sultan was far from his men ( 
when wounded and turning back went on somehow for^ some time. It is | 
likely that Dhlra Pundira, a young Rajput from the Hindu side, seeing, his 
condition rushed on anil seized him. That he was set free and asked to | 
fight' again is not inconsistent with the chivalroUB character of PrithvirSj 
who perhaps imitated the tradition of Munja releasing bis enemy Taila sis 
times. It may further ba added that Mahmud had released JaipSl on 
ransom though he knew he would have to fight with him again. 

■s 

NOTE:— S MAHOMED AN TACTICS AT THELAST BATTLE 

The translation of the Tab skat by Raver ty gives the following some- 
what different version o.f the fighting in the last battle with .-Frithviraja 
(p. 467). “ The Sultan made the disposition of his forces. The centre 
division of the army, baggage, banners, canopy and elephants were left 
several miles behind. He marshalled his ranks and advanced leisurely. 
The light-armed and unencumbered horsemen he had divided into four 
divisions and had appointed them to act againsj: the infidels ' on four sides 
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saying “ on the right and lefti front and rear, 10,000 mounted archers 
should keep the infidel force in play and when their elephants, horsemen 
and foot advanced to tho attack, you are to face about and keep the 
distance of a horse’s course in front of them. The Mussalman force kept 
the instructions and having vearied tho unbelievers’ force, Almighty God 
gave the victory to Islam and tho infidel host was overthrown. 

Major Raverty, a military officer remarks on this that tho tactics 
above described are not quite clear. It is impossible for us to make any 
comment from the military point. But it is necessary to remark that in all 
the three great battles which Mahomedans won (two by Mahmud and 
one by Shihabuddin) the Mahomedan cavalry did great execution. The 
Hindus usually relied on their elephant force. Indeed in inscriptions, the 
usual praise is that the warriors broke open tho temples of elephants. But 
from the days of Alexander elephants in India could not withstand trained 
cavalry. Elephants were used no doubt by Mahmud against the Turks 
of Turkestan but their cavalry was unaccustomed to the sight of elephants. 
Secondly, haransing and attacking the enemy both in front and rear is a 
great factor in securing victory. Shihabuddin purposely advanced slowly 
so as to allow his cavalry divisions to reach the enemy’s front and rear. 
The ancient Hindu mode of fighting including Vyuhan of the Mababharata 
has yet to bo studied by modern exports but we may remark that the 
Hindus were straight fighters and did not adopt deceptions or even sur- 'v 
prizes. Lastly a strong reserve and a final attack in the centre by such • 
reserve is often’effective. Elephants, moreover, when defeated are a source , 
of terror and destruction to their own force. Shihabuddin in this battle kept 
his elephants several miles behind, 

NOTE 3 THE RASA ACCOUNT OF THE LAST BATTLE. 

It would be interesting to give here a summary of the account given in 
the Prithvlraj Rasa of tho final fatal fight of Prithviraja with Shihabuddin 
Ghori, almost wholly imaginary as it is. We have often said that the RSsa 
is plainly modelled after the Mahabharata. Following it, it first gives 
the numerous evil omens that preceded the fight ; it tells even of a curse 
on Prithviraja. It speaks further of Prithviraja having entirely neglected 
state afiairs in his infatuation over his new queen Sanyogita. Also it 
states that Prithviraja had affronted his sardar Hahulirai who conse- 
quently left him, went to Kangra and induced Shihabuddin to attack 
Prithviraja. There is no corroboration of this in Mahomedan accounts. 
The whole description of this battle seems to indicate that the Rajputs 
were already overpowered with a sense of the impending doom like the 
Marathas at Panipat. This io not what Mahomedan accounts would 
lead us to believe. Prithviraja had conquered in the first battle and in 
overweening confidence had even released Ghori. The fort of Sirhind had 
also just fallen. But the Rasa miarepp^sents the whole story and gives a, 
different time ^jid place to this .conflict,, have seen that the battle w^g 
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fought in the very next year while Prithviraj was still before Sirhind. 
The Rasa makes the battle come after some years after the capture -of 
Shihabuddin and while Prithviraj was whiling away his time with Sanyo- 
gita in Delhi. The place is given as the plain of Panipat ; the whole 
Kurukshetra may be called the plain of Panipat ; but though near enough, 
the battle cannot be called a battle of Panipat. 

The forces of Shihabuddin are described as numbering one lakh horse, 
nine lakh foot and ten thousand elephants. This is plainly an exaggera- 
tion. The Hindu army ds estimated once at 80 thousand and again at <0 
thousand. This is probably a correct estimate. PrithvTraja’s force must 
have been reduced by fatalities in the previous fight and also in the 
investiture of the fort of Sirhind. It seems that in this fight the Maho- 
raedan army given as 125 thousand horse by their own writers outnumbered 
the Hindu army. 

The disposition of the Hindu army, imaginary as ii is. is given as 
follows;— Samarasinha on the left with 33 thousand supported by many 
sardars ; on the right was Jaitrao Paramara with 21 ; in the van was 
Charaundarai with 39, and in the centre was Prithviraja overlooking the 
battle with 10 thousand. This is also a description in the Mababharata 
fashion ; and many names of noted ancestors of modern Rajput families 
are given as being with one or other army, a detail which is of perennial 
interest to the Rajput clans of India. 

The practice of sending proposals of peace at the final mo.-nent and 
making recriminations, old as the MahSbharata and recent as the modern 
European war, has also not been neglected. But the unhistorical nature of 
the messages is apparent when Shihabuddin demands half the Panjab only 
and delivery of the heir-apparent as hostage. The whole of -the Panjab 
was already in the possession of Ghori. Indeed that province with 
Lahore was in the possession of the Mahomedans for nearly two hundred 
years before this battle. 

The actual fight goes on for -three or four days and different VyGbas 
described in the Mababharata are also mentioned. Usually the fight re- 
solves itself into duels between the different chiefs on both sides. In detail 
of imaginary fighting the Rasa equals ihe Mababharata. And it follows it 
even in making repetitions. Prithviraja is four times described as captured. 
Prithviraja slays many with his arrows, his sword and finally his dagger 
before he is seized. He is taken to Ghazni and there kept in prison and 
blinded. The story of Prithviraja killing Shihabuddin even in his l^lindness 
by his unerring aim, hearing the mere voice of Shihabuddin is the- final 
embellishment of the Rasa story which we have already disbelieved. as a 
vengeance Story likely to be concocted. 

It may be added that, as in the Mababharata fight,- all the loading 
generals on the side of PrithvirSja are shown as killed in battle after deeds 
of great heroism. The date of the fight is, however, given correctly as 
Ananda Vikrama Samvat 1158 which is equivalent to 1192- A. D. 



CHAPTER XXL' 


FALL OF AJMER AND NANAUJ 
( I ) AJMER AND DELHI 

When Prithviraja was defeated and killed in the second 
conflict, memorable as the first of the battles wherein Hindu 
independence was finally lost, Shihabuddin, like a consummate 
general, at once advanced upon Ajmer the chief capital of his 
enemy. It fell without resistance and so much booty was 
obtained that “you might have said that the secret depositories 
of seas and hills were revealed. While the Sultan remained 
at Ajmer, he destroyed the idol temples and built in their place 
mosques and colleges We have already stated that the 
building now called Adhai Dinki Jhopdi was originally a 
Sanskrit college built by Vigraharaja III (Taj. p. 215). Having 
conquered and plundered Ajmer like a consummate general, 
Shihabuddin entrusted the government of Ajmer to Prithviraj’s 
son, like a consummate politician : he did not at once annex the 
conquered kingdom but made Rainsi, son of Prithviraja, king 
of Ajmer, no doubt paying a yearly tribute as a dependent 
king. The Taj says that “ in him were discovered indexes of 
wisdom and prognostications of goodness ” which means that 
he was good and wise enough to see the situation and accept 
subjugation and tribute. This, to our mind, makes it further 
certain that Prithviraja was not beheaded in Ajmer but was 
killed in battle, as his son Rainsi would not, in the former 
case, have thought it fit to accept the kingdom. 

Having secured Ajmer, the Sultan marched against Delhi, 
the second capital of the Chauhans, where “ he saw a fortress 
which in height and strength had no equal in the whole 
of India,” (E. II 26). “The fortress resisted and torrents 
of blood flowed on both sides ” ; but eventually the governor 
submitted, “ placed his head upon the line of slavery and made 
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firm the conditions of tribute, Malgujari and service. ” “ The 
Sultan then returned to Ghazni but the army remained outside 
Delhi at the Mouza of Inderpat. ” It is always necessary to 
keep an army in a conquered country to enforce subjection and - 
the payment of tribute. 

The author of the Tabakat states that “ the capital Ajmer 
and' all the Siwalik hills and Hansi, Sarsuti and other districts 
were the results of the victory v/hich was gained in the year 588 
H. (1192 A. D.) ’* Siwalik hills mean here, as stated before, hills 
on the border of the Sapadalaksha or Ajmer kingdom. 
Kutubuddin was appointed governor and was placed in the fort 
of Kohram (?). Who was in Delhi at this time who first 
resisted and then submitted, cannot be determined. The 
Tabakat states that the governor of Delhi was killed in the 
final -battle with Prithviraj; possibly there v/as another governor 
in Delhi in behalf of the Chauhans and he submitted seeing that 
Rainsi the king of Ajmer had accepted service. 

But this respite was for a short time only. The stage of 
partial subjection was certain to be followed by final extinction 
and this next stage came on almost immediately. A chief 
named ‘Jatwan’ by the Taj (this is plainly a misreading 
or miswriting for Ohauhan in Persian) attacked the fort of 
Hansi and Kutubuddin at once marched to its relief. A fierce 
battle was fought “ the armies attacked each other like two 
hills of steel and the battle-field became tulip-red with the 
blood of the warriors. Jatwan was killed and the Hindus 
were signally defeated. Hansi fort being relieved and 
repaired, Kutubuddin turned towmrds Meerut and conquered 
that fort. He finally attacked Delhi and captured that fort 
also ”. “ He entered the city which was then freed from idols 

and idol-worship and in the place of temples, mosques were 
raised. ” What gave the occasion for attacking Delhi again 
is not mentioned by the Taj. The Tabakat also in brief states 
that from thence (Kohram) he took possession of Meerut in 
1193 and in the same year from thence, captured Delhi. But 
it may be imagined that Kutubuddin was in need of a strong 
and important place to reside in and Ajmer being given to a 
son of Prithviraja, Delhi was the next best place to make the 
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seat of Ms pov/er. No reason needed to be given or a plausible 
reason is always at hand and Delhi finally became annexed 
to the Mahomedan kingdom. It became the capital of India a 
few years later as we shall presently see. 

The turn of Ajmer came next. The Taj first states that 
rebellion was raised by Hiraj brother of Prithviraj (this is 
plainly a mis-writing for Hari Paja) against the dependent 
Chauhan king at Ranthambhor and Kutubuddin flevv^ to its 
relief. Hariraj fled and the Taj records that the son of 
Pithaura was honoured with a robe and he in return sent 
abundant treasures and three golden melons which with 
extreme ingenuity had been cast in moulds. ’ Thus supported 
by the Mahomedans, Rainsi ruled for a time in Ajmer. What 
became of him hereafter is not apparent. Probably he died 
soon and he was succeeded by Hariraj himself who is now 
called Rai of Ajmer by the Taj (E. 11 225). He of course did 
not brook subjection and raised the standard of revolt. 
“ Jehtar (?) advanced even to the border of Delhi the people of 
which were suddenly caught in the darkness of oppression. 
Kutubuddin sent against him the largest portion of his 
forces and when Jitwan was defeated, he in hot season 
advanced against Ajmer itself. Jhitar (or Hariraj) retired 
v/ithin the fort which was invested. ** Finally in despair he. 
sacrificed himself in the flames of a pyre and the fort was then 


easily taken.” “ The country of Ajmer was restored to the 
honours of ancient times and religion was re-established. The 


roads were freed from robbers and the oppressed subjects were 


delivered from their distresses. ” This clearly means that 


the country was annexed and ordered government was 
established. The subordinate Rais and Ranas (Zamindars) 
submitted and “ the earth was rubbed by the foreheads of chiefs 
and celebrated men of Hind. ” After settling the affairs of 
Ajmer, Kutubuddin returned to Delhi. This event happened 
in 1194 A. D. and Ajmer henceforward always remained 
a province of the Mahomedan Empire, 


These facts are corroborated by an inscription at Manglana 
(Marwar) published in I. A. XLI (p. 87) dated Samvat 1272 or 
1215 A. D., dedicating a step-well and imposing some, cesses 
recorded by a feudatory Dahima prince. The inscription first 
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records the name of the Mahomedan emperor then ruling ug. 
Shamsuddin Suratrana (Sultan), Hamir (Amir), King of Gor- 
Garjana (Ghazni and Ghor) under whom ruled at Eanthambhor 
Valanadeva. This shows that Eanthambhor was now the 
capital of the Ohauhans and their king was Valanadeva whom 
the editor of this inscription Pandit , Eamakarna of Jodhpur 
identifies w ith Vallana, grandson of Frith virajathrough.Govinda, 
from the Hammira Kavya. It seems probable that while Eainsi 
became king in Ajmer, he gave Eanthambhor to Govinda a 
brother of his and Hariraj being opposed to the Mahomedan 
rule first attacked Eanthambhor. He subsequently seized 
Ajmer itself oh Eainsi’s death and was eventually crushed 
by Kutubuddin. 

(2) FALL OF KANAUJ AND BENARES. 

Ajmer and Delhi having fallen and the Ohauhans having 
accepted subjection, Shihabuddih next turned his attention to 
the subjugation of the next powerful kingdom in Northern 
India, viz. that of the Gahadavalas of Kanauj and Benares. It 
is cdm monlybelieved that Jaiohand had in fact incited Shihab- 
uddin to attack Prithvlraj as he was his enemy ; and lie thus 
fell eventually a prey to the enemy -he had himself called in. 
But so far as we have ascertained, there is no evidence to hold 
that Jaichand had ever called in the foreign foe. It may be 
that he did not assist Prithvlraja when he collected a confe- 
derate army to oppose Ghori ; probably Frith viraja did not call 
- for such aid. The collection of a confederate army by Prithvl- 
raja is spoken of by the Tabakat as stated already. Who were 
the kings that joined Prithvlraja, we have no historical record 
to determine. The story of the Easa that Samafasinha fought^ 
, on the side of Prithvlraja is belied by inscriptions which show 
that Samarasinha lived a hundred years later and wfe may even 
doubt if a Guhilot king ( who must be Samantasihha and not 
Samarasinha) was among the allies- Whatever this may 'be, 
we have no evidence to hold thti \ Jaichand had incited the 
attack'. No Mahomedan historian mentions it and the Easa has 
no value as history of Prithviraj. Jayachand’s turn came not 
as a punishment but as a natural next step in the conquest ’ of 
Hindustan aspired to by the ambitious Muhammad Ghori. 
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The rhapsodical Taj does not give any details of this con- 
flict. It says simply that “the Sultan advanced from Ghazni 
with 50,000 horsemen clad in armour ( E. II p. 222-23 ). The 
Plai of Benares, Jaichand, chief of idolatry, opposed him with 
an army countless as the particles of sand. The Rai who 
prided himself upon the number of his forces and war elephants, 
sea,ted on a lofty howdah, received a deadly wound from an 
arrow and fell”. “ The impurities of idolatry were purged 
from that land and immense booty was obtained, such as the 
eye would be weary to look at.” “ The imperial army then 
took possession of the fort of Asni where the treasure of the Rai 
was deposited.” The Tabakat dismisses this conflict with the 
short sentence (E. 11. 297) that the Sultan came back from 
Ghazni in the year 590 H. ( 1193 A. D. ) by way of Benares 
and Kanauj and defeated the Rai Jaichand in the neighbour- ' 
hood of Chandanwah and captured over 300 elephants”. It is 
a pity that the author of the Tabakat does not give a more 
detailed account of this conflict which he probably thought 
was of less importance than that with Prithviraj. But J aichand 
was the most powerful monarch in India and he was a proud 
and brave Rathod who, unlike Rajyapala, firmly opposed 
and bravely fought against the formidable foe of his religion 
and independence. It was, therefore, to be expected that greater 
details would be given of the memorable battle at Chandanwah 
v-'hich place is said to be somewhere between Kanauj and 
Etawa. Indian records do not also give us any details of this 
event; but tradition ( Abul Fazal) tells us that Jaichand died 
by drowning in the Ganges while crossing the river on his 
elephant. Putting the contemporary Mahomedan evidence and 
this tradition together, we may believe that Jaichand was 
v/ounded in battle and in order to avoid, being captured led his 
elephant into the Ganges and like a devout and dauntless Hindu 
sought death by Jalasamadhi and drowned himself in the Gan- 
ges. The Tabakat says that search was made on the battle-field 
for Jaichand’s body but it v/as not found. It, hov/ever, adds that 
after a long search, a body was discovered which was believed 
to be Jaichand^s from his old age. (This is from some later 
account given in the Tabakat by Raverty p. 470-Note). But Jai- 
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chand could not have been an old man ; he came to the throne 
in 1169 when young and died in 1193 after 24 years of reign.* 

After plundering Eanauj and Asni, Shihabuddin naturally 
pressed on to conquer and plunder Benares which was the 
second capital of the Gahadavalas. The Taj thus describes 
this event. “ The royal army proceeded to Benares and there 
one thousand temples were destroyed and mosques were raised 
on their foundations and the face of the Dinar and Dirham was 
adorned with the blessed name and titles of the king.” This 
means that the country was annexed, Hindu coins of gold and 
silver being restruck with the name of Shihabuddin. ‘‘When 
the king had settled all the affairs of the city and its vicinity 
and the record of his celebrated holy war had been written in 
history and circulated throughout the world”, he returned. 
He haulted at Asni for some days ‘‘where the chiefs and elders 
all around hastened to offer submission and rarities as presents.” 
This shows that the country itself offered no resistance and the 
people accepted readily and quietly the change of government, 
a fact on which we will comment later on. Shihabuddin re- 
turned to Ghazni leaving Kutubuddin as his viceroy. 

minor operations. 

Kutubuddin whose life we. shall presently relate was a most 
capable governor and administered justice with such impartial- 
ity that ‘‘ The wolf and the sheep drank water out of the same 
pond.” ( Taj. E. II p. 225 ). This certainly assisted the paci- 
fication of the country but he also severely punished rebellious 
persons. ‘‘There was a certain tribe in the neighbourhood of 
Eol which gave great trouble and they were so completely, 
slaughtered that three bastions were raised with their heads. ” 
The rebellion of Hariraj at Ajmer, as we have already noticed, 
was put down by Kutubuddin in 1195 A. D. In 1196 Shiha- 
buddin again came to Hindustan and Kutubuddin joined him. 
They marched on Thanger which had a strong castle and the 

* We were told at Kanauj that there was a Persian Bakhar there iiving details of 
the storming of the temple of Lakshmi called SitH Rasoi temple (a place where SitH 
had cooked food for Rama) which has now been converted into a mosqne, where- 
in the many pillars of the old temple are still retained. There was a most desperate 
fight at the storming of this temple Ig the fort apd hundreds of Rajput and Mahomedan 
■urarrioj's were killed in Ike fightf 
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place was invested. Kunwar Pala on finding it impossible to 
resist asked for pardon. “ His life was spared but his kingdom 
was annexed.” (Tai. E. Up. 227). This place cannot be iden- 
tified ; (Gaurishankar states that this Kunwar-Pala was a king 
of the Kerowli Yadava line and was driven out of Biyana at this 
V,time; Tod p. 346). It seems that the Sultan was bent on 
reducing the various strongholds of opposition in the conquered 
territory; and he next invested the fortress of Gwalior; The 
Taj states that Solankhap^la, its king, offered submission and 
tribute and v/as pardoned and even allowed to retain the fort. 
The Sultan then returned to Ghazni, leaving Kutubuddin again 
his viceroy, who continued the work of reducing refractory 
chieftains. He assisted Muhammad Ghori in reducing to sub- 
jection the troublesome Gakkhars. Muhammad Ghori was 
murdered, as stated before, by these Gakkhars on the left bank 
of the Indus in 1205 A. D. 

Kutubuddin v/as elected Sultan and Emperor of India by 
' the Turkish nobles and generals in Hindustan and this positioji 
was recognised by the king of Ghor, Shihabuddin’s brother, 
who had probably no ambition to rule both Ghazni and India. 
Thus began the independent Slave Turkish dynasty in India 
v/ith Delhi as capital which Kutubuddin made his chief place 
.of residence. 



NOTE— 'KUTUB MINAE’. 


Whether the Kutub Minar is by design and construction Mabomedan 
from the beginning or whether it is a conversion of a pre-existing Kirti- 
s ambba into a Minar by Kutub-ud-din and Altamasb is a question which 
has engaged the attention of researchers from General Cunningham down 
to R. B. Dayarem Sahani, Archaeological Superintendent, Panjab Circle. 
The theory that it was a pre-existing Kirtistambha was ably put forward 
some years ago by Mr. Kanwar Sain* M. A. (then Principal Law 
College, Lahore, now Chief Justice Kashmir State) and is still maintained 
by him though he accepts the reading of Samvat 1704, instead of 1204, in 
a Sanskrit inscription on the Minar, now given by Mr. Sahani. It must 
be noted that besides Arabic texts from the Koran inscribed on the outer 
surface of the first storey of the Minar, and certain Persian inscriptions 
mentioning the name of Shihab-ud-din, Ghiyas-ud-din, Qutub-ud-din and 
Altmash, there are strangely enough some Sanskrit inscriptions and Hindi 
too, in the several storeys of the Minar ; but these are all of later date than 
1193 A. D. and need not be much discussed as tbe only inscription 
supposed by Mr. Kanwar Sain to be Samvat 1204 old ic also now accepted • 
by him to be dated in Samvat 1704. 

But the chief arguments advanced by Mr. Kanwar Sain still remain. 
That the Minar is not a Ma'azina or prayer-call tower is accepted by all 
and is cleat as the Minar has no connection with tbe Kutub mosque. 
Secondly, there is no Persian or Arabic inscription on the Minar recording 
its erection by Kutub-ud-din or Altamash though their names merely 
appear. Thirdly, tbe Arabic texts appear to have been subsequently 

inscribed on the outer surface of tbe lower storey, if critically exainined. 
The original stones appear to have been taken out and replaced as Mr. 
Eeglar, Archaeological AsBistant of General Cunningham actually found. 
There are other indications also that these bands of incriptions were 
subsequently put up. 

It is not possible to give in this note all tbe pros and cons of this theory, 
or notice the several inscriptions in Arabic, Persian and Nagarl and 
explain them. Dr. Harovitz has published all the Arabic and Persian 
incriptions and Gordon Sanderson avoided going into tbe controversy 
which he says “ is still going on whether the Minar is of Hindu or 
Mabomedan origin. ” He remarks, however, that tbe only claim, on the 
architectural ground, that tbe Minar bas a Hindu origin viz: that its 
starlike plan resembles the form of certain old Hindu temples, is weakened 
by the existence of Mjnars on a similar olan 'believed to exist at Ghazni ” 

The Sanskrit and HSgarl insoriptions^have not yet all been 

studied and examined and R. B. Daysram Sahani is not yet positive 
about bis view. Under the oiroumstanoes tbe question .is still not settled. 
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it is, however, necessary to point out that the arohiteotural argument 
advanced by Mr. Kanwar Sain-is based not only on the starliko plan, but on 
the position of the bands oi Arabic letters as also on Mr. Beglar’a state- 
ment that the stones appear to have been replaced. 

We may lastly point out that the practice of raising Elrtistambhas is 
very old in India (vide Raghu canto XII verse*) and we find ia a Sena 
inscription that Lakshmana Sena of Lakhnauti raised (three) Kirii» 

- stambhas in Allahabad, Benares and JagannSth. It is probable that this 
Klrtistambha upto the first storey was built by Visaladeva Chauhan whose 
conquest of the whole of Northern India and whose driving out of 
Mlechhas from Aryavarta and making it real ArySvarta (verse already 
quoted) was memorable and is commemorated on the Siwalik Pillar 
of Delhi. It is possible that Visala after his arduous conquest of 
Delhi ( “fatigued in the capture of Delhi ’’-Bijoliya Insc. ) raised 
a column of victory in the Lalkot of AnangapSla. Visala is nearly 
contemporaneous with Lakshmapiasena and both were emperors, the firs 
in the west and the second in the east of Northern India. The latter is 
recorded, as stated above, to have.raised victory pillars and it is plausible 
to hold that Visala raised a column at Delhi, 

We have already shown in Chauban chapter that Visala built the 
college at Ajmer which was converted by order of Shihabuddin into the 
present mosque (called Adhai-Dinki-Jhopadi^; ^nfsala’s inclination to build 
memorable structures is thus apparent. It is likely, however, that sKirti- 
stambha remained at the finishing of the first storey as he died soon 
after his conquest. His successor FrithvIrSja II had also a short reign as 
also Some^vara. Perhaps they might have continued the building even in 
the days of PrithvirSj III, After the conquest of Delhi by Eutubuddin he 
built a mosque by throwing down temples and utilizing their, columns. 
It is natural that he should convert the Klrtistambha of Visala into a 
Mahomedan Minar and Altaraash built the third and fourth storeys 
and completed it. 

Whoever the original author was, there is no doubt, we think, on 
architectural grounds, that the present Minar is an old Klrtistambha 
converted into a Mahomedan Minar. 




OHAi^TEE 

'THE FALL OF OTHER RAJPUT KINGDOMS IN 
NORTHERN INDIA. 

Ajmer and Delhi, Kanauj and Benares having fallen 
before Shihabuddin Ghori and the two most powerful Eajput 
kingdoms having been conquered and annexed, the other Eajput 
kingdoms of Northern India fell w ith ease and with almost 
amazing suddenness within a quarter of a century and the 
whole of Northern India was finally enslaved by the Maho- 
raedans. The story of this fall, as given by Mahomedan 
historians, must necessarily be appalling ; but exaggerated as 
the account may be, it is not incredible, as Northern India 
was ready to fall for reasons which we will discuss in a separate 
chapter. Although most of these events happened after 1200 
A. D. they are so intimately connected with this history that 
we can not conclude this book without describing them. They 
form the closing chapter in the history of Mediaeval Hindu 
India, though Hindu kingdoms in the south continued to 
exist for a century more. 

This work of conquering the other Hindu kingdoms of 
Northern India was carried out by the generals of Shihabuddin 
and chiefly by his slave Kutubuddin. It is extremely surprizing 
to read that in those times, among the Mahomedans, slaves 
especially those brought from Turkestan were treated in a 
manner diametrically the opposite of that in which Negro 
slaves were treated by Christians in America and elsewhere; 
The history of Kutubuddin is indeed marvellous ; from an 
ordinary slave, he rose to be the first emperor of India. He was 
not even a handsome man and he was called Aibak because he 
had lost the little finger of his right hand. But he was powerful ' 
in body and valorous in battle. He had remarkable wisdom 
which enabled him to rise from place to place and his generosity 
was so great that Mahomedan historians delight in telling 
stories of his munificence, one of which is that as Emperor of 
India he never made gifts of less than a lakh of rupees. 
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l^utubuddin, v/hen a boy, was sold to the Kazi of Nishapur in 
Khorasan and at bis house, along with his sons, he learned 
horsemanship and the use of arms, a treatment which indeed 
does immense credit to his Mahomedan master. From the 
Kazi he was taken by a merchant to Ghazni where he was 
purchased by Shihabuddin Ghori and employed in the army 
and in the civil administration of his empire. He rose from 
place to place till he was appointed governor of his Indian 
provinces beyond the Panjab at Elohram after the fall of 
Prithvlraja. 

We give this short history of the rise of this great general 
because we believe in the influence of the personality of 
individuals, of great men who are born from time to time to 
mould the destinies of nations. The rise of the Mahomedan 
power in India and the fall of Hindu kingdoms may in part be 
attributed to the birth of such men as Mahmud, Shihabuddin 
and Kutubuddin. The author of the Tabakat-i-Nasiri, in 
beginning the history of this great man, observes properly 
"When the Almighty God wishes to exhibit to his people an 
example of greatness and majesty, he endows one of his slaves 
with the qualities of courage and generosity and then friends 
and enemies are influenced by his bounteous munificence and 
warlike prowess ” ( E. II p. 298 ). Such men, witness Shivaji 
or Bajirao, easily collect bands of brave warriors about them 
and eventually become the founders of kingdoms and kingly 
lines. The work of conquering Northern India was carried out 
by Kutubuddin and also by Altamash also a slave from Turkestan 
brave, generous and fortunate like Kutubuddin himself who 
gave his daughter in marriage to him. It is also surprising to 
find that these slaves continued to be slaves even when they 
rose to the highest position and letters of freedom were given 
them at a very late stage in their life. The history of their 
conquests we give from Taj-ul-Ma’sir the almost contemporary 
history already quoted and from Tabakat-i-Nasiri also a nearly 
contemporary account written in the days of Nasiruddin. 

1 ANHILWAD 

The first kingdom to fall next was that of Anhilwad or 
Gujarat, an event which we have, already described from 
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Gujarat Ohalukya records. But we must give also the account 
given by the contemporaneousMahomedanhistory Taj-ul-Ma’sir. 
It relates that in 1195 when Kutubuddin was again at Ajmer 
he vras informed that the Mers ( who were then Hindus ) had 
invited an army from Haharv^ala. He sent an army to oppose 
and forestall that movement, but that army was defeated and 
pursued to Ajmer, the fort of which appears to have been even 
invested by Haharwala forces. Kutubuddin requested reinforce- 
ments from Ghazni which were sent. The army of Gujarat 
appears to have then retired. The Mahomedans now took the 
offensive and advanced on Gujarat. “ The lofty forts of Pali 
and Hadul were found abandoned, the Hindus had collected at 
the foot of Mount Abu under Rai Klaran and Daraburs in the 
mouth of a pass,” As Muhammad Ghori had been defeated in 
that very pass before, the Mahomedans would not attack them 
there. They, therefore, made a feint as if they were terrified and 
retreated towards Ajmer. The Hindus leaving the pass came 
into the open to attack them. A severe action was fought and 
the Hindus were signally defeated, most of the Hindu leaders 
being killed or taken prisoner. Rai Karan escaped ; but twenty 
thousand slaves, twenty elephants and arms beyond computation 
fell into the hands of the victors. “You would have thought 
that the treasures of the kings of the inhabited world had come 
into their possession. The city of Haharwala and the kingdom 
of Gujarat came under the dominion of the Mussulmans. The 
standards of victorious Khusru returned to Ajmer and thence 
to Delhi. Kutubuddin sent to Ghazni various treasures and 
rarities ” ( E. 11 p'. 280-1 ). 

This account shows that Kutubuddin after his victory 
somewhere near Mount Abu must have proceeded to Nahar- 
wala (Patan) and occupied and plundered that city. This 
event is said to have happened in 1197 A. D., but as stated 
before, Bhima issues a grant from Anhilwad Patan in 1199 
A. D. It seems, therefore, that Anhilwad was occupied later 
in. 119 9. The fact that Gujarat was overrun and the capital 
occupied appears clear from the reference to the terrible condi- 
tion of Gujarat described in the grant of Jayantasinha dated 
1202 who, after Bhima had fled, retrieved the fortunes of Chalu- 
kya arms and driving out the Mahomedans recovered Gujarat 
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and its capital and ruled for a time in Anhilwad in place of 
Bhima. The destruction of some of the temples built by Siddha- 
raja Jayasinha may be dated at this lime. Gujarat was sorely 
shaken, but was not finally subjugated by the Mahomedans till 
a century later. 


2 KALANJAR. 

Having destroyed the power of Gujarat and secured Ajmer, 
Kutubuddin turned his attention towards the nest powerful 
Hindu kingdom on his border and attacked Kalanjar. We 
have already given the history of this attack in the chapter on 
the Chandellas and we will only give here a few particulars 
from the account given in the contemporaneous Taj-ul-Ma’sir. 
“In 599 H. or 1202 A.D., Kutubuddin accompanied by Altamash 
marched against Kalanjar. The accursed Parmar (Paramar- 
dideva) fled into the fort but after a desperate ^'resistance sub- 
mitted and accepted the same terms as had been imposed upon 
his ancestor by Mahmud. He, however, died and his Mehta 
Ajadeo was not disposed to surrender so easily and gave much 
trouble. He too was compelled to capitulate in consequence of 
a severe drought which dried up all the reservoirs of water in 
the fort. The fort of Kalanjar, celebrated throughout the world, 
was taken and the temples there were converted into mosques. 
Fifty thousand men were carried into slavery. Twenty ele- 
phants and countless arms were among the spoils. The reins 
of victory were then directed against Mahoba, The government 
of the- country was conferred upon Hasan Amiral.” This 
account as that about Gujarat is corroborated by Ohandel in- 
scriptions. The Chandellas obtained back the possession of 
Kalanjar and a large part of Chandel territory and like the 
Chalukyas of Gujarat lived as an independent ruling family 
for a century more as detailed in the chapter on the Chandellasr 

3 LAKHNAUTI. 

The third kingdom on the borders of Mahomedan rule ’^ow 
firmly established in Delhi, Kanauj and Benares was the king- 
dom of Bengal under the Senas ; and the history of the fall of 
Bengal is the most marvellous that has been recorded by histo- 
rians. The conquest was made by Mahammad son of Bakhtyar 
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Khilji and not by Kutubuddin and the account of it is to be found 
not in the contemporaneous Tai-ul-Ma’sir but is given by the 
author of the Tabakat-i-Msiri from admittedly hearsay reports. 

We give the account as given by the Tabakat with, such 
comment as seems proper. Mahammad Bakhtyar was a Khilji 
( not Turk but Afghan ) adventurer who sought employment 
and fortune under the expanding power of Shihabuddin Ghori. 
It is natural that when , victorious people conquer countries 
far and wide, turbulent spirits from the home country come 
forward in numbers to advance their fortunes (as Maratha 
cavaliers did under Shivaji or Bajirao ) and find employment 
as military administrators of newly conquered territories. 
Mahammad Bakhtyar Khilji was one such hair-brained 
adventurer who after some refusals obtained employment as 
governor of Mirzapur. Collecting an army of Turks and 
Afghans, he first attacked Bihar and conquered it, plunder- 
ing town and country. He is said to have seized a Buddhist 
settlement described as a Vihara (probably Vikrama^ila) and 
massacred all the defenceless shaven-headed ^ Brahmins 
( Buddhists) and thrown away their sacred books “which none 
was left to read or explain.” This event probably happened 
in 1199 A. D. as Mahammad Bakhtyar is described by Taj-ul- 
Ma’sir as appearing before Kutubuddin with presents from the 
conquest of Oudh and Bihar (probably at Mahoba). He was 
honoured with a robe and again sent to Bihar. 

“He then planned the conquest of Bengal and secretly 
prepared an army and suddenly made a raid on Nadia the 
capital of Bengal. In his impetuosity he reached the city with 
only eighteen horsemen with him and entering it in an in- 
offensive manner, looking as if he were a dealer in horses, 
reached the palace and at once drawing swords attacked the 
guards. The palace was in consternation and none opposed 
him. The aged king Lakshraanasena heard the uproar as he 
was about to sit to dinner and knowing the reality fled by the . 
back door. He escaped and went to Jagannath. The palace 
and the city were taken possession of by the array which soon 
arrived. It is needless to say that there was no resistance and 
the city was plundered and even destroyed. Mahammad 
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Bakhtyar made Gaur or Lakhnauti his capital which was the 
principal capital of the Sena kings.” 

Doubts have been expressed about the truth of this account. 
That the political government of Bengal should have been so 
las and supine as not to know of the advance of an army over 
such a great distance (Vikramasila to Nadia) or that there was 
no preparedness to resist the dangerous enemy, when the whole 
country has talking of the fall of Delhi and Kanauj or that 
there was actually not a single blow struck in defence of Nadia 
or the kingdom is indeed strange. This is, however, a sheer 
exaggeration of the Mahomedan informants of the author of 
the Tabakat-i-Nasiri if not of the historian himself. The 
absurd story that the birth of king Lakhamania was delayed for 
the arrival of the fortunate moment of birth by tying up the 
feet of the pregnant queen which is told in the Tabakat is 
proof enough of the absurd nature of the whole story. This 
event is placed by the Tabakat in 1199, the 80th year of the 
Lakshmanasena era ; but it probably happened after his death 
and in about 1202 A. D. The account tries to explain the entire 
absence of defence by Lakshmana by the supposed superstitions 
of the Brahmin counsellors of the old king who had told him 
long before that the kingdom was fated to be taken by a Turk 
according to the prognostications of astrology. It is even added 
that when the king enquired what the mark of the conqueror 
would be, it was stated by the learned astrologers that the con- 
queror wmuld have long arms reaching below the knees. The 
king sent men to ascertain what Turk had that mark and Ma- 
hammad Bakhtyar was found to have such long arms. There 
may be some truth in the fact that the resistance of the Hindus 
was weakened to some extent by the foretelling of the Puranas 
that Bharatavarsha was fated to be conquered by Mlechhas or 
the absurd and fearful prognostications of astrologers. But the 
above story is on the face of it too absurd to be true and we at 
once set dov>^n this account of the fall of Bengal as exaggerated 
and untrue and Bengal may be taken to have fallen after much 
resistance against Mahamraad Bakhtyar and not all at once 
but gradually as in the case of Gujarat and Bundelkhand. 

For, this account of the Tabakat written about 1250 A. D., 
distorted as it must be from the natural desire of the bragging 
45 ■ ' 
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adventurers who accompanied Mahammad Bakhtyar to ex- 
aggerate the courage of the conquerors and the cowardice of 
the conquered, as also from the inaptitude of foreigners coming 
suddenly into the midst of a strange people to understand 
their feelings and their ideas, and thirdly probably from a wish 
to have a hit at the Hindu belief in astrology, this foreign 
account must be tested and equated with the evidence of a 
contemporaneous Indian record, viz. the Bakerganj inscription 
of Ke^avasena (J. R. A. S. Bengal Vol. VII pp. 40-50 ). This 
inscription no doubt exaggerates the prowess both of Lakshraana- 
sena and his son, the grantor Xesavasena, and thus errs on the 
other side. But it makes no mention whatever of this 
ignominious defeat of Lakshmanasena. It may be urged that 
its omission was natural as inscriptions rarely record the defeats 
of the inscriptor ; though disastrous fights with Turushkas are 
mentioned even in inscriptions as in Gujarat and Bundel- 
khand ; but we may at least take into account the fact that 
Lakshmanasena is herein rightly praised as a valiant ‘ 
king who had raised three victory columns at Allahabad, 
Benares and Jagannatli. It is impossible to believe that the 
valiant Lakshmanasena fled without striking a blow. Secondly 
we must admit that Ke^avasena was still a powerful king ruling 
in Eastern Bengal. It is, therefore, certain that the descendants 
of Lakshmanasena ruled in Eastern Bengal for a long time 
after this event. It is also possible that Nadia may have been 
attacked after the death of Lakshmanasena during Madhava- 
sena’s reign whose name appears to have been erased from this 
Bakerganj copper-plate (ditto p. 42), We, therefore, think that 
if we put the two opposite accounts together, we can only 
believe that Bengal fell after much resistance and not all at 
once, as already stated. 

But even if it be conceded that the account given by the 
Tabakat represents facts, these are not as dishonourable as is 
usually supposed. In the first place it must be noted that 
Nadia was not the chief capital of the Senas. It was a 
Brahmin settlement newly made, which was almost a Brahmin 
vihara, in an island of the Ganges and Lakshamanasena only 
occasionally resided there. The guards at the palace must have 
been few and the army in the city only nominal. "V Secondly, a 
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sudden raid on such a place is not impracticable.'^ Indeed such 
raids are recorded in history. Allauddin made such a sudden 
and wily raid on Devagiri in the Deccan a hundred years after 
this event. Nay only five years after-this event, Shihabuddin 
Ghori the conqueror of Hindustan was surprised in his tent 
pitched on the eastern bank of the Indus by a few Gakkhars 
who eluding guards reached the place through water and 
murdered Shihabuddin. Thirdly, to escape from such an 
attack and start fresh resistance from a new capital was not at 
all dishonourable but on the contrary proper and creditable. 
This was what Rajyapala of Kanauj or Bhima of Gujarat did 
against Mahmud or Rajaram did in Maratha history against 
Aurangjeb and this is what even modern governments do. They 
give up the capital attacked and making another town the 
capital, carry on resistance from there. This is exactly what 
Lakshmanasena and his descendants appear to have done. They 
. established themselves at Vikrampur which was an important 
tov/n to the east of Nadia (a grant issued from Vikrampur by 
Laksharaanasena has been found) and ruled for nearly a cen- 
tury more in^ Eastern Bengal, continuing their resistance to 
the Mahomedans, as in Gujarat or in Bundelkhand. The 

K ** 

Tabakat-i-Nasiri records that when Nasiruddin marched on 
Lakhnauti, the Khilji had marched his forces from Lakhnauti 
“with the intention of entering the territory of Bang,” i. e. 
against the Sena king (Raverty p. 629). Why such resistance 
eventually failed to re-establish Hindu power not only in 
Bengal but in the other parts of Northern India also, is the 
real question and the cause of this failure we will discuss at 
length later on. 

Eutubuddin conquered or humbled the strong kingdoms 
on the borders of his Mahoraedan empire. The work of destroy- 
ing kingdoms a little more remote was. carried out by his 
successor Altamash who was an equally brave and fortunate 
Sultan. Altamash was like Kutubuddin a slave but his valour 
was noted by Shihabuddin and he was given his deed of freedom 


? The coming of Mahoraedan dealers in horses was again a common thing at that time, 
at capitals of kings. Arab and Persians horses were prized by Hindu kings who paid high 
prices for them and Mahomedan dealers In horses constantly visited Hindu Camps in those 
days and it was a common incident exciting no suspicion at all. 
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and preferred from place to place by him as also by Kutubuddin 
who gave his daughter in marriage to him, having originally 
purchased him at Delhi as the Sultan had forbidden his sale 
and purchase at Ghazni (Tabakat, E. II 322). "When Kutubud- 
din died at Lohur ( Lahore ), the commander-in-chief of Delhi 
with the consent of nobles invited Shamsuddin Altamash from 
Badaun where he was governor and elected him Sultan. Some 
officers and governors like Kubacha opposed the election but 
they were defeated ; “by divine favour every one who opposed or 
rebelled was subdued and all territories belonging to Delhi 
Badaun, Oudh, Benares and the Siwalik hills came into his 
possession.” Even Lahore was taken from Yildus and Sind and 
Bakkhar from Kubacha in 1217 A. D. ( E. II 324 ). Altainash 
subdued Bengal under Ghiyasuddin Baktyar who acknowledged 
him suzerain and paid him tribute ( 1225 ). 

4 RANTHAMBHOR AND MAHDAWAR. 

■Ihus the Mahomedan Empire of Delhi came into the 
possession of another capable sovereign and he naturally turned 
his attention towards first conquering refractory Hindu nobles 
in his own territory. “ In 623 H. ( 1226 ) he marched against 
Banthambhor before which seventy sovereigns had failed. The 
Sultan’s servants by the favour of the Creator took it. In 624 
H. ( 1227 ) he marched against Mandawar within the Siwalik 
( territory ) and its capture likewise, the Almighty facilitated 
and the Sultan returned with much booty ” (Raverty’s Tabakat 
p, 611 ). These two places were probably in the possession of 
Chauhan chiefs and they proving refractory were attacked 
and dispossessed. ^ 

We have seen that Ranthambhor had been attacked by 
Kutubuddin also but the chief had then submitted and been 
spared. Bantharabhor was again taken by the 'Ohauhans and 
its last king was the valorous Hamrair hero of the Hammira 
Mahakavya. There is some dispute as to what Mandawar was 
and the mention of its location in Siwalik (not hills as in E. II 
but territory as in Baverty ) leads to some doubt. Hansi is 
similarly supposed to be in the Siwalik hills at the base of the 
Himalayas but it really is a place in Karnal District. But we 
Jiave already shown that Siwalik meant Sapadalaksha territory 
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of the Chauhans of Sambhar (Vol. II p. 36). Probably Mandawar 
which was originally the seat of Habararai Pratibara conquered 
by Pritliviraja, was now a part of the dominions of the 
Obaubans and a Cbauban chief was ruling there. Mandawar 
.is now in ruins and is about 4 miles from the modern city of 
Jodhpur. 


.5 GWALIOR. 

The next place which Altainash attacked was the fort of 
Gwalior v/hich had been spared by Kutubuddin on its submis- 
sion. This was a strong place within the Mahomedan empire 
and required to be seized. This place v/as not now in the 
possession of the Kachhwahas who seem to have removed to 
Amber a more distant place. It was in possession of Pariharas 
who (according to Gwaliornama published by Prince Balawant- 
rao Bhayyasaheb Scindia ) had seized the place. The Gwalior 
Gazetteer states that the Pariharas took the lort from 
Kachhwahas in 1129 AD. Solankhapala from whom Kutubuddin 
took it was a Parihara. It was put in possession of Altamash 
in 1210 and was retaken by the Pariharas and hence this attack 
by him. “ In 629 H. ( 1232 A. D. ) Altamash marched against 
the fort and invested it. Malikdeo ( Raverty reads 
Mangaldev) son of Basil (Raverty reads Maldev) began the 
fight. For 11 months the army sat before it. At last Malikdeo 
fled at night. About 500 men received punishment before the 
tent of the king. After appointing officers to Gwalior the 
Sultan returned to Delhi.” ( E. II p. 327 ). We think that the 
men punished were those of the Sultan’s army itself who had 
been careless enough to allow Malik to escape and not men of 
Malikdeo ; for none is stated here to have been captured nor 
could they be described as punished. And further an inscription 
on the Gwalior fort existing in Babar’s time showed that 
Rajput ladies on the fort destroyed themselves in a pyre and 
the place is still called J ohartal ( Gwalior Gazetteer p. 125 ). 
The Rajput soldiers must have either died in the attack on the 
investing army or escaped. The subsequent history of the fort 
of Gwalior is given by Prince Balwantrao Bhayyasaheb which 
we need not give here in detail. The place changed hands 
often, the Tuars taking it in the days of Timur and holding it 
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for a time when it was taken again by Babar. During Mogul 
days it was used as a prison for princes. It was again taken by 
Bhadaura kings from whom' it was taken by Soindia. From them 
it was taken by the English twice but it is now with Scindia. 

6 BHELSA AND UJJAIN. 

“ In 632 H ( 1234 A. D. ) Altamash sent an army against 
Malwa and took the city and fort of Bhelsa. There was a 
temple there which was three hundred years in building. It 
was 105 ga] high. It was demolished” (E. II p. 328). This was 
probably the famous Bhaillaswamin (sun) temple mentioned by 
Al-Beruni. The Garudastambha inscription of the 1st century 
B. G- belonged probably to a Vishnu temple on the other side of 
the river Betwa which probably had already fallen. 

/ 

Whatever this may be, the Udepur temple of Siva some 
miles distant from Bhelsa is not the one referred to here, For 
this temple built by Udayaditya Paramara which has also 
a very high pinnacle still survives to attest the glory of the 
Paramara rule. This event happened during the reign of the 
last Paramara king Devapala who, as stated in the chapter on 
the later Paramaras, ruled from 1216 to 1240 A. D. 

“ From Bhelsa he (Altamash) proceeded to Ujiain where 
there was the temple of Mahakala which he destroyed as well 
as an image of Vikramaditya who ruled Malwa 1346 years 
before this time. The Hindu era dates from his reign ( as this 
figure leads to 1289 A. D. as the date of the capture of Ujiain 
which really is 1234 A. D. we may take 55 years as the length 
of Vikrama’s rule). Some other images cast in copper were 
carried to Delhi with the stone image of Mahakala ” (E. II p. 
328). There is no reason to doubt the truth of this concise 
unexaggerated statement, though we find no corroborating 
contemporaneous Hindu record. The temple of Mahakala was 
then converted into a mosque which, history tells-us, was again 
converted into a Hindu temple of Mahakala in the days of 
Hanoji Soindia whose descendants still rule in Ufiain and 
worship Mahakala. It may be mentioned that the present 
high-pinnacled temple of Mahakala was built by the Shenvi 
Diwan of Eanoji Soindia, Ramachandra Baba, who was 
childless and who, therefore, used most of his wealth in this 
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great work (1745 A. D.). Probably the present temple stands 
in the very place where the old temple stood. It may also be 
noted that later on the Mahomedan rulers of Malwa allowed 
the Hindus to have a Mahakala idol set up at a short distance 
from the original temple (destroyed and converted into a 
mosque ) and it is known now as the Vridhha or old Mahakala. 

This expedition into Malwa was apparently for the sole 
purpose of destroying famous Hindu idols, a religious expedition 
in the manner of the Somnath expedition of Mahmud. There 
was no attempt at conquest of Malwa and its reduction into a 
Mahomedan province. Probably the territory was too distant 
and not contiguous like Gwalior. We have already stated 
that the Paramara rule endured for about a century more just 
as Gujarat remained under Chalukyas for about the same time. 
Malwa was finally conquered by Allauddin Khilji. 

7 NAGDA, CAPITAL OF MEW AD. 

We have sketched, above the fall of almost all the leading 
Hindu kingdoms of Northern India, Chauhan, E-athod, Chandella, 
Chalukya, Sena, Parihara and Paramara. The Guhilots of Mewad 
came in their turn to be attacked later. Though we have not 
many details, we find that Mewad was attacked in the days of 
Nasiruddin v/hile Jaitrasinh was ruling ( 1253 A. H. ) and that 
its capital Nagda was destroyed. The Mahomedans were, 
however, defeated by Jaitrasinh and its hill capital Chitod 
remained intact. It continued to rule with vigour till even 
Chitod was,. taken by Allauddin Khilji. 



CHAPTER XXIII. 


THE DOWNFALL OF NORTHERN INDIA 
— PRINCIPAL CAUSES, 

The causes which led to the downfall of Northern India 
must be, and indeed are, different from those which led to the 
downfall of the Pan jab. In the Pan jab there were no Rajput 
kingdoms. Panjab, as stated before, was always ruled from 
outside, by Sind, by Kashmir, by Kabul. Northern India was 
always ruled by Hindu and local kings. Panjab was usually 
the land of foreign invasions and of foreign rule. Northern 
India had always defeated and driven out foreign invaders. 
Alexander did not cross the Sutlej at all, Menander came 
as far as Ayodhya but was eventually driven out by Pushpa- > 
mitra. The Sakas came as far as Mathura but were driven 
away by Vikramaditya. The Kushans and the Huns ' 
indeed ruled rather long in the western part of Northern India 
but they were driven away by Skandagupta of Patna, by 
Vishnu vardhana of Mandsaur and finally by Pratapavardhana 
ofThanesar. From 600 A. D. down to 1000 A. D. there were 
no foreign invasions. Mahmud indeed conquered Rajyapal 
and imposed a tribute on Northern India but the Gahadavalas 
\ soon drove out the foreign foe and stopped the tribute, while 
Rajyapala had even been killed by the Chandellas and Kachh- 
• wahas for submitting to Mahomedan yoke. In short the Aryaff 
kings of Northern India had alv/ays held their own against 
foreign invaders. The Rajput kingly families of the Hindu 
period were unquestionably most heroic and did not brook 
submisson. Why did they fall before Shibabuddin Ghori? 
There could be no lack of armies or of capable generals. Indeed 
Prithviraja was the greatest v/arrior put forward by the indo- 
mitable Chauhans to oppose the Mahomedan onslaught. He 
had actually defeated four kings successively. He held up the 
flood of Mahomedan. conquest like a strong bund. Strangely 
enough as soon as the bund gave way, the flood rushed over 
the whole of Northern India and uprooted all the Rajput 
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kingdoms within the course of twenty five years. Why did the 
heroic Rajput kingly families, like the Chauhans and the 
Rathods, the Chandellas and the Paramaras, the Solankhis and 
the Haihayas succumb and why did Northern India fall so 
■ completely as never to rise again ? 

There was no superiority of physique or valour in favour 
of the Mahomedan combatants. The Rajputs were as hardy, 
powerful or heroic as the Turks and Afghans who conquered 
them. There was no difference of weapons. Neither the 
Afghans nor the Rajputs had fire-arms. Both fought with the 
same weapons, the sword, the lance and the arrow. Both had 
elephants in perhaps equal numbers. [The Moguls indeed 
conquered the Rajputs by the use of cannon ; and so did the 
Marathas under Scindia. As stated already, before the scienti- 
fic weapons of destruction of the western nations, India was 
bound to fall. But in the days of Shihabuddin Ghori, neither 
•^Vslde used fire-arms, though Firishta and. Chand Bardai by 
Anachronism mention their use. 

It can not be alleged that the religious fervour actuating 
Shihabuddin and his Mahomedans was stronger than that actu- 
ating the Rajputs. Although Mahomedan historians describe 
the former as making a religious war, Shihabuddin was fighting 
for conquest of territory and not for extending religion. Indeed 
we find that conversion of the people to Mahomedanism was 
not his motive in conquering Northern India, and conversions 
did not take place on a large scale in Northern India for reasons 
which we will presently see. On the other hand the Rajputs 
and the Hindus of Northern India were actuated by a more 
fervent religious zeal than the inhabitants of the Panjab. As 
stated before, religious zeal in the Panjab has always been weak ; 
but the land of the Sarsvati, the Jumna and the Ganges has 
, - always been the stronghold of Hinduism being its birthplace. 
We, therefore, think that the impelling force of religion was 
equally strong on either side. 

The foremost cause which is usually and properly assigned 
to the fall of the Rajputs is their internecine fightmg^ The 
Rajput kingly families always fought amongsTlhemselves not 
so mqch for extension of territory as f or es tablishment-of .super-'. 
• 46 • . 
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iprity. At this very time we find Pritliviraj attacking liis 
three great neighbouring kings of Gujarat, Bundelkhand and , 
U. P. These fights were always tough fights as between | 
European nations and doughty warriors on both sides always 
fell in great numbers. The fighting strength of all the four 
powerful kingdoms, i. e. of the Chauhans, the Pathods, the ' 
Chandellas and the .Solankhis was thus reduced and each fell 
when fighting singly and separately against the strong common 
foe. Internecine warfare has always been the bane of the 
Eajputs.- — ^Though'the Rajputs always neglected artillery arid 
were, therefore, always weak in modern times, they could even 
then have driven out the Moguls, if only they had combined, 
as Manuchi distinctly states in his memoirs and they could 
have withstood even the Marathas, though not the English, 
for the Maratha artillery was in the hands of Europeans. 
Against Shihabuddin whose ambition was. threatening India, of 
which the Rajputs must have had ample knowledge from infor- 
mants, the Rajputs should have stayed their quarrels and com-.^ 
bined. They did not stop their fights even against the common 
impending danger and they consequently were all destroyed. 

The condition of India at this time resembled that of Ger- 
many at the end of the eighteenth century. Germany was 
divided at that time into several small but strong kingdoms 
the ruler in each of which aspired to the imposing '^dignity of 
Emperor of the Holy Roman Empire and consequently tried to 
humble , though . not destroy the others. In the same way in 
India each Rajput king aspired to being called Chakra vartin or 
emperor and for that end tried to conquer other kings without 
attempting to annex his kingdom. Thus while the power of 
both was lessened, the conqueror gained no strength from in- , 
crease, of resources or dominion. Bhoja of Malwa for example 
fought with and humbled .other Rajput kings and wasj called 
Malaya Chakra vartin. Karna of Chedi followed his example. ■' 
And Kumarapala attempted to obtain the same honour. The 
rivalry between the Gahadavalas and -the Chauhans'lasted for 
nearly thirty years, between Yijayachandra and Vigrahapala 
and Jaichand and Prithvlraj and weakened both. As the Rasa 
relates, ninety out of a hundred of Prithviraja’s samaritas fell in his 
conflict with J ayachand in carrying off Sanyogita. It is, therefore, 
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no wonder that the Rajput kingly families fell before Shiha- 
buddin as the Germanic states severally fell before Rapoleon. 

But while Germany v/as never finally conquered and sub- 
jected to foreign domination, hForthern India was laid prostrate 
for all time. We have, therefore, really to find out the reason 
even after temporary conquest as the natural consequence 
: } of defeat in battle, Northern India could not regain its feet and 
make itself free. The cause of this, in our view, lay in the 
rigidification of caste which took place about this time. We will 
shov/ in our General Survey Book how caste which was fluid in 
the beginning of this sub-period became rigid by the end of the 
12th century and the modern rigid caste system of India with 
its intricacies and its numberless subsections inside the main 
castes was evolved. AVhile Kshatriyas married in previous times 
Vaisya v/ives and Brahmins married Kshatriya and Vaisya 
wives and often vice versa, each caste and subcaste now con- 
fined marriage and even food to itself. The social sympathy 
' - which existed previously among the various sections of the 
Hindu people was gone and it was replaced by a feeling of 
aloofness and even aversion. 

But the most injurious result of this rigidification of 
caste was the vast dimunition in the fighting strength of king- 
doms. Even now this evil of the caste system in India is not 
adequately realised. It is often wondered how a nation con- 
sisting of 3o crores of inhabitants can be ruled by a nation of 
four crores. But it must be remembered that, the fighting people 
in India scarcely number four crores while the whole British 
nation of four crores is the fighting reserve of Britain. In India, 
excepting the Panjab, the people are divided firstly by race into 
Aryans and Bravidians and secondly by caste into fighters and 
non-fighters. The Dravidian section of the Indian population 
is nearly more than one half and chiefly consists of non-fighters. 

In the Aryan section of the population again, only the Ksha- 
triyas are by heredity and present occupation inclined to fight. 
The result is that in India about 10 per cent of the population 
is fit and disposed tOc fight, while the remaining 90 per cent , ^ 
by nature and heredity is not fit to fight and is, therefore, ready ‘ 
to accept the rule of any strong , nation which happens to be 
successful. As we wpl explain elsewhere, the idea of a nation ' 
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did not develop in India and the people as a whole never 
thought of opposing foreign conquest. Especially at this time 
by the rigidification of caste the number of those who fought 
for independence was owing to internecine fighting limited and 
as soon as these viz. the Rajputs fell, the country as a whole 
submitted without demur to the foreign yoke, | 

This baneful effect of a rigid caste system, wherein the 
number of those wdio fight for the independence of the 
community becomes limited, was seen by the ancient law- 
givers and they attempted to remedy it by laying it down that 
though ordinarily it is the duty of the Kshatriyas to take up 
arras, it was yet the duty of all the three higher varpas to take 
up arms when religion was threatened and religion or Dharma, 
according to the Hindu notion, included politics and imposition 
of the yoke of a foreign people and religion was certainly a 
danger to religion. But where the people are, for generations, 
bred up in professions which are docile and in a spirit of ‘s 
submission, it is impossible to expect them to suddenly become 
fighters.. Indeed, as stated before, when Shihahuddin conquered ' 
Eanauj, the rais and land-holders came forward and tendered 
submission. Moreover it must be noted that the population of 
northern India is predominantly Dravidian, unlike the Panjab. 

It is even now so, the total number of Eshatriyas in U. P, is 
remarkably small. , While, therefore, Shihahuddin Ghori could 
raise an army from the whole of the overflowing population of 
the Pan jab, of Afghanistan and of Turkestan, the Rajputs could 
not raise large armies in India nor would the people offer 
resistance as a whole to foreign yoke. It may be noted that in 
western countries at the present day, the whole population of a 
country becomes the recruiting ground for an army fighting for 
the nation’s existence. Germany in the recent war could place 
in the field nearly 70 lakhs of soldiers and so could France and 
England. And the national sentiment is so strong in the west 
that the w'hole country takes the greatest interest in the national 
struggle. The condition of Northern India at this time v.'as 
exactly the opposite. The Kshatriya population alone was the 
recruiting ground ; it is indeed true that some Brahmins and 
Taisyas did fight even af that time, but these exceptions prove 
the rule viz. that the Brahmins and ithe Taisyas then, as now, 
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were as a rule unwilling and even unfitted to take up arms. 
The case was difi;erent during the days of the Guptas and the. 
Vardhanas, of Dahir and Lalliya. Secondly, the people as a 
whole took no interest in the national struggle and without 
demur offered their submission to the foreign yoke, especially 
because, as we shall presently show, the Mahomedan rulers did 
not adopt any coercive measures for the spread of their religion. 

Many of the remnants of the chivalrous, independence-loving 
Raiputs retired to the deserts and hills of Rajputana, or the 
ravines of the Chambal and the Jumna and other retired tracts 
and there and preserved their independence, thus leaving 
Northern India in general and the Madhya-desa in particular, 
all the more helpless. Northern India, therefore, fell prostrate 
never to rise, because there was no national resitastnce. This will 
explain how while in Europe even small nations have success- 
fully resisted attempts to enslave them, in India large countries 
like the Kanauj kingdom fell finally before the Mahomedans. 
These countries or kingdoms were large enough even singly to 
oppose successfully any Mahomedan conqueror. But the reality 
is that there was no national resistance and the resistance 
ofi;ered by the Rajputs was unavailing owing to their being 
outnumbered by reason of rigidity of caste. It is not a mere 
matter of accident that Sobieski the greatest leader of the Poles 
was able to finally stop the onward rush of the Turks at 
Vienna. The Poles were more heroic than the Greeks, no 
doubt, but the Poles fought as a nation and hence succeeded. In 
N orthern India unfortunately, both Prithviraj and J aichand were 
defeated ; but if the people had resisted as a whole. Northern 
India could not have been finally subdued by the Mahomedans. 

The efficacy and the necessity of national resistance, was 

first realised in India, in our view, by Shivaji, under the 

inspiration of whose spirit Maharashtra resisted as a nation and 

fought • against Aurangzeb. The Marathas, meaning thereby 

/ 

Kshatriyas, Brahmins, and the common people or Sudras 
combined and fought as a man in the days of Rajaram and rose 
superior even to the whole combined power of the Mogul 
empire with which Aurangzeb in vain strove to crush them. The 
Marathas of the days of Shivaji and Rajaram, alone in Indian 
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history, offered national resistance and attained and preserved 
independence. They” alone in Indian history verified the maxim 
laid down in western politics that no power however great can 
crush the independence of a people ‘how ever small if they resist 
as a nation. India naturally could not realise the necessity of 
national unity when its kingdoms v^ere ruled by Hindu kings 
of whatever clan. The Mafathas first realised it after three 
centuries of Mahomedamrule. The Sikhs followed them with 
their religious conscription. The Indian people under English 
rule must realise the necessity of national -effort if they are to 
attain Swaraj or political freedom. 

The message of history for the future, therefore, is that not 
only the Eajputs should learn to confederate and unite, blit the 
whole of the people of India and especially the Hindus whose 
caste system makes disunion their normal characteristic. 

It is not indeed possible to suggest that caste should be 
abolished. The evolution of the Hindu, society for thousands ^ 
of years has been developing caste and it would be impossible to 
induce the Hindus to give up caste. Moreover, the Eajputs • 
have developed their HigMy chivalrous and heroic nature, 
through this very principle of heredity. Indeed the preser- 
vation of caste-purity of which the Eajputs take particular care 
has everything to recomnaend it. But the Eajputs not only of 
the east and the west but also of the north and the south, the 
Gurkhas, Dogras, the Bundelas and the Marathas must learn 
to unitg on terms ojf absolute equality and more imperatively 
confederate for national uplift. But still, the Hindus, inspite 
of their caste distinctions must learn to confederate on terms 
of equality pf status while preserving the independent growth 
of each main caste (though not of each subordinate subdivision 
which has come into being for fanciful reasons). The principle of 
confederation of independent units for political purposes was 
first thought out and practised by the American states and has 
now been followed by Germany, The confederation of Hindus, 
subdivided as they are, into independent castes, is the real 
problem of the future as previous history teaches us, and it 
must be practicable to achieve it, even if it be necessary to 
adopt for it, commensality of food and drink and of some 
religious worship. There is, and there should be, no idea in 
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this eonfederatior! of the Hindus, of opposing or harassing the 
Mahomedans; for the confederation of Hindus and , Maho- 
medans is also absolutely necessary for the political progress of 
the country. But it must be remembered that the Mahome- 
dans are already a united and a strong community and the 
confederation of. Hindus and Mahomedans can only be 
achieved and made permanent if the Hindus also become a 
united and strong community. 

To conclude the disunion among the Rajputs the fighting; 
arm of India and the rigidity of caste by which 9/10 of the' 
people were made incapable or unwilling to resist foreign'; 
domination were the two main causes which led to the perma- 
nent enslavement of Horthern India. 



CHAPTEE XXIV. 


DOWffFALL OF NORTHERN INDIA. 

—SUBSIDIARY CAUSES, 

In the last chapter we have given what appear to us to he 
the chief causes of the fall of the Eajput kingdoms of northern 
India, viz : first, the constant fighting amoilg the several Eajput 
states and their consequent weakening and second, the rigidi- 
fication of caste which made the several important sections of 
the people in each state, except the Eajputs, incapacitated and 
unwilling to fight. In this chapter we notice some subsidiary 
causes which contributed to the fall of these kingdoms, though 
these individually could not have led to that result. Most- of 
the facts given here will have to be noticed again in our 
survey of the general condition of the country ; (.but it is as V 
well to mention them here separately. 

1. One may first again mention the absence of the feeling 
of nationality in the people of all these states. We have already 
said that in India at this time, as elsewhere in Asia, there 

‘ were -kingdoms _bu.t no peopledqms. The • people did not feel 
that the state was theirs and the.king ought also to be theirs. 
The country belonged to the king and any one might 
be king whom God chose. Under this view of the state, 
the sentiment of nationality cannot arise,, nor, as stated in 

■ Vol. II (p. 320) and Vol. I (p. 123), the virtue of patriotism. 

There was the sentiment of loyalty, no doubt, and you find in 
the Prithviraj Easa that sentiment appealed to everywhere. To 
. die for the master was the highest dharma of the Eajput soldier. 

' But when that master failed and another master was sub- 
> stituted by the will of God, the soldier was ready to die for him 
• also. Thus we find even Kshatriya soldiers dying for Mahome- 

■ dan kings and masters. This was doubly true of the common 

people who were not Eajputs i. e, of the caste whose duty it 
was to rule. . , 

Though one essential of a state in its modern sense was 
indeed developing in 'India in' the rise of. separate modern 
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languages and Gujarat, Eajputana, Antarbed, Bengal, Maha- 
rashtra, Telangana, Tamilnadu and Malyalam could now be 
considered as separate countries by reason of separate languages, 
viz., their modern vernaculars, this did not develop the feeling 
of nationality among the speakers of the same language for the 
above reason and in each of these countries or provinces, there 
were consequently several kingdoms which fought with one 
another. Why these did not coalesce, we shall discuss 
later on, but we may state here that the sameness of language 
did not develop the sentiment of nationality in these provinces 
in the absence of the other essential conditions which give 
rise to the feeling of nationality. 

2. There being no sentiment of nationality, the ingress 
of foreigners was usually not objected to. Except in Kashmir 
and Tibet which had impregnable boundaries, the ingress of 
foreigners was not prohibited, was not even watched. Hence 
,7/Iahomedans came into the several kingdoms freely and often 
settled therein. Thus we find them settled in Haharwala, in 
Cambay, in Sopara, in MahSrashtra and even in the Kanauj 
kingdom.* They even insisted on being governed by their own 
magistrates, as is evidenced by Mahomedan writers? as also by 
the expression Hanjamana-hTagara-Trivarga already noticed in 
Thana inscriptions. That the strength of states is impaired 
by the presence of foreigners is seen clearly by the modern 
states of the west which exercise strict watch over the ingress 
of foreigners. Indian states did not realise this or feel the 
necessity of strict watch over them owing to the absence of the 
feeling of nationality. Though there is no recorded evidence 
of it, one can imagine how the presence of Mahomedans in the 
several kingdoms must have contributed to their eventual sub- 
jugation. 

3. Superstition sometimes contributes its quota to the fall 
of nations and superstition acted like a double-edged sword 
towards the fall of India. While the Mahomedans believed 


* The Benares Gazetteer states that in the city of Benares there are Mahomedan 
Mohollas which are anterior in date to the final conquest of Benares by the Mahomedans 
according to tradition, though it is difficult to believe that Chandra or Govindachandra or 
even Jaichand could have allowed Mahomedans to settle in Benares. Perhaps they settle^ 
in the time of the subservient Pratihara kin^s, 
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that victory was abound to come .to them “for the judgment 
of God was upon those who were against him and could not be 
avoided,” the Hindus thought that India was bound to be over- 
run by the Mlechchhas in the Kali age. Superstition has often 
acted thus upon the mind of peoples. The Aztecs of Mexico 
believed that they were destined to be conquered by men com- . 
ing from the east. When the Goths and the Vandals overthrew 
the Eoman Empire, the Christians thought that the end of the 
world was coming on as.fbretold in the Bible and made no opposi- 
tion. In India too, though there is no recorded evidence of it, 
except in the case of Lakhnauti where the Tabakat records that 
king Lakshmanasena had been told that he would be conquered 
by a long-armed Turk, the Hindus generally must have submit- 
ted to the new state of things through the superstitious belief 
that it was inevitable. ^ 

4. The maintenance of a strong and sufficient army is ti“' 
first duty of every state. The Hindu states had probably i i 
lected this duty at this time. The great reputation of India in" 
this respect noted before had been lost by it at this time. The 
probability is that Hindu states did not at this time maintain v 
standing armies as in the days of Harsha or Bhoja. The 
army consisted chiefly of the quotas furnished by the Sainantas. 
Though not exactly alike, these Samantas were like barons in 
England, who maintained for the use of the state certain 
quotas of fighters, the expenses of the same being borne by the 
barons or Samantas from their fiefs. This is the same system 
as existed under the Moguls viz., of Hazaris and Panch Hazaris. 
Prithviraj had probably no standing army of the state. He 
had probably only a small Huzur force. We know that 
the Peishwas, after the battle of Panipat, neglected to main- 
tain a strong Huzur army, and the sagacious Ahalyabai expos- 
tulated often with Nana Fadnis for neglecting the Huzur pathak. 
The quota supplied by Samantas cannot always be relied upon, 
either in respect of number or of effi ciency. The standing army 
of Mahmud or Shihabuddin Ghori must have been a more reli- 
able force than the armies composed of the forces of Samantas 
called together hastily. by the Hindu kings. Samantas or mili- 
tary sardars are again not disposed to fight stubbornly as there 
is a temptation to save thernselves and their fiefs. We believe 
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that the absence of sufficient standing armies in the Hindu states 
o.t this time strongly contributed to their eventual fall. 

5. It may further be observed that Hindu intelligence 
neglected the study of the science. of war as well as the science 
of the proper conception of the state. Brahmin and K-shatriya 
intelligence revelled more in this subperiod in the study of 
poetics than in the necessary study of more useful sciences* 
The distinctions of heroines in love and despair, the essentials 
of poetry, poetical blemishes and embellishments, and the figures 
of speech engaged the highest intelligence of the land and even 
kings devoted their attention to writing elaborate treatises on 
poetics and dramaturgy. These works, no doubt, prove the 
fineness of Hindu intellect, but it should have devoted itself to 
more important studies. The attention and affluence of kings 
were bestowed more upon court-poets than upon generals ; the 
stage attracted them more than the camp. The minute study 

> of poetics led to the deterioration of taste and morals and the 
increase of voluptuousness can be marked from the Karpura- 
Manjari of Rajasekhara to the Rambha Manjar! of Hayachandra. 
The debasement of popular and kingly taste will be apparent 
from the first verse of adoration adopted even in Kanauj for 
such ceremonious and meritorious documents as inscriptions 
of grants of villages to pious Brahmins. Indeed luxury and 
voluptuousness were bound to overtake the people in this sub- 
period, since the last sub-period was the most prosperous period 
of Hindu history as shown in the last chapter of Volume II 
(pp. 247-258). Height of prosperity leads to decadence of morals 
and voluptuousness which undermine the physical and moral 
capacities of the people, as we see in the case of the Romans, 
the Arabs, the Moguls and others and it need not be wondered 
that the Hindu kingdoms in the twelfth century became weak, 
by reason of the very prosperity and happiness they had enjoyed. 

6. Lastly, we cannot conclude this short survey of the 
subsidiary causes of the downfall of Rajput kingdoms in 
Northern India without drawing the attention of the reader to 
the recrudescence during this sub-period of the Buddhistic 
sentiment of Ahimsa which, as we shall show in our chapter on 
religious survey, is evidenced by the rise of new Vaishnavism 
and the great popularity, power, and progress of Jainism 
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and of Lingayat and ofclier sects • during this period. Though 
the rise of Vaishnavism or the spread of Jainism or other sects 
cannot be assigned as a direct cause of the downfall ofhTorthern 
India, as Buddhism can be as a cause of the downfall of Sind, 
it cannot be denied that the dominance of the docile doctrine of 
Mimsa throughout the Hindu society at this time made it inof- 
fensive and weak, Most, Brahmins whether Saiva or Vaishnava, 

’ and almost all Vaisyas Saiva, Vaishnava and Jain accepted at 
'this time the non-slaughter of anima's as a binding religious 
; principle and gave up animal food altogether as we will show 
later on. The result was that with the exception of the Eajputs 
the whole Hindu mass became unfitted as well as unwilling to 
fight. This influence of food on the nature of people can not be 
denied.^; The masses of Indian people in the several states 
excepting the Rajputs, (the Sudras generally following the 
■Brahmins and Vaisyas through imitation as well as indigence) 
were like Indian elephants. Inspite of its enormous size and 
strength, the elephant is by nature timid and inoffensive. The 
elephant’s arm of offense,its trunk, is delicate and is easily slashed. 
The elephant is usually afraid to endanger its life and shrinks at 
the least display of fire. No doubt, it can be trained to "fight 
and to courageously withstand fire. So also the vegetarian 
Hindu can be trained to fight and perform deeds of valour. 
But where there is no such training, both by nature .being 
inoppressive are easily subdued and made to obey the’ master. 
There are no doubt examples of Brahmin and eVen Jain brave 
generals and soldiers in this sub-period, but the generality of the 
people being unaccustomed to fight and becoming by their food 
inagressive and docile, when the Rajputs failed, all the HindTi 
kingdoms from the Sutlej to the Brahmaputra and froin the 
Himalayas to the Vindhyas succumbed and almost willingly 
submitted to the Moslem yoke within the short period of a 
quarter of a century. As stated in the preface to Volume I, 
the message of history to Hindus, especially those who. have 
conscientious objection to a meat diet, is so to strengthen them- 
selves by physical training and^ mental alertness as to enable 
them to's^take their share honourably in the internecine 
physical struggles of the human race which will never cease 
Wt will ever go on® ' 
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CHAPTER L 
RAMIFICATION OF CASTE. 

As stated in the beginning of this volume, we have a very- 
valuable guide for ascertaining the social condition of Hindu 
India at the outset of thissub-period, in Al-Beruni who wrote his 
, book on India in 1030 A. D. Al-Reruni lived among the Hindus 
at Multan and elsewhere in the Panjab and was an accurate 
observer. But unfortunately he sometimes mixes what he read 
in Hindu religious books which he studied in the original, with 
what he saw and his observations, therefore, are not always as 
reliable as those of previous Arab writers quoted in our second 
volume. However, we begin the description of the social 
condition of India in this sub»period, with quoting what Al- 
Beruni says on subject of caste in Ms book on India. F ortunately 
he was acquainted with Persian and Greek history and gives us 
facts from the west for comparison with Indian condition. 

Al-Beruni shows that caste had developed in ancient times 
among the Persians, not to speak of the Greeks and Romans. 
“ The ancient Ghosroes had created great institutions of this 
kind ( caste ) which could not be broken through by the special 
merits of any individual nor by bribery. When Ardashir 
restored the Persian empire, he also restored the classes or 
castes in the following manner 

1. Knights and princes. 

2. Monks, fire-priests and lawyers. 

y 

3. Physicians and astronomers and other men of science, 

4. Husbandmen and artisans, 
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“ And within these classes there were subdivisions distinct 
from each other, like the species-within a genus. The Hindus 
have also institutions of this kind. We, Moslems, consider all 
men equal except in piety and this is an obstacle which prevents 
understanding between us and the Hindus. 

“ The Hindus call their castes, varnas or colours and from 
the genealogical point of view they call them Jatah (Jatf). 
They are four from the beginning. The highest are the Brah- 
mins ; next come Kshatriyas. Their degree is not much below 
that of the Brahmins. Then follow the Vaisyas and the 
Sudras. Between the two latter classes there is no very great 
distance. Much as these differ, they live together in the same 
towns and villages, mixed together in the same houses and 
lodgings ” ( Sachau I pp. 99-101 ). 

This long extract will show to us that this description of 
Hindu castes is not as accurate as that given in Volume II from 
previous Arab writers. The splitting of Kshatriyas into ruling 
Kshatriyas and cultivating Kshatriyas spoken of by Ibn 
Khordadba (Vol. Up. 179) is not even mentioned here. Probably 
in 1040 A. H. Rajputs had been so decimated and perhaps had 
fallen so low that they did not impress Al-Beruni separately. 
The statement in the Gahadavala inscription quoted before 
( p. 221 ) seems thus to be true of the condition of things at this 
time, that the Kshatriya ruling clans had almost been destroyed 
at least in the Panjab and H. P. and the recitation of the Veda 
had almost stopped when Chandra Gahadavala rehabilitated 
both. Secondly, Al-Beruni speaks somewhat from the books 
and not from actual observation and further says nothing about 
marriage. Ibn Khordadba stated that the Brahmins and 
Rajputs married from the lower caste of Kshatriyas and we 
have the historical mention of Rajasekhara marrying a Chauhan 
lady. Probably in Al-Beruni’s time (or later when castes were 
consolidated) such marriages had altogether stopped. Thirdly, 
Al-Beruni does not speak of^ intermediate castes which must 
have been many, nor of any subdivisions of the principal castes 
which probably had not yet arisen. 

The castes among the Persians who were all Aryans were 
naturally different from those among the Hindus who were 
formed by a combination of Aryan and no nr Aryan populations; 
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and hence fclie class of Sndras did not exist among the Persians. 
Moreover we do not know if caste distinctions among the 
Persians were not matrimonial, but were purely occupational. 
Among the Hindus, Pratiloma marriage was stopped in pre- 
Buddhist days and Anuloma marriage ceased probably at this 
time. Lastly, Al-Beruni says that all castes lived mixed toge- 
ther in the same houses and lodgings. This is probably a 
correct observation so far as the Panjab is concerned ; for there 
was not much difference of food or habits between the different 
classes, all being flesh-eaters. In the rest of the country,- this 
could not have been so ; even if it were so in 1040 A. D., things 
changed so completely during the next two centuries owing to 
the recrudescence of the doctrine of Ahimsa that many castes 
gave up animal food and vegetarians and non-vegetarians could 
not have lived together in the same houses. Hence, after Al- 
Beruni, caste developed in exclusiveness to such an extent that 
the original four castes of India gave place in this sub-period to 
hundreds and thousands of sub-castes as we proceed to show. 

We stated in our first volume that Brahmins, Kshatriyas 
and Vaisyas formed undivided castes during the first sub-period 
( 600-800 ). They remained so during the second sub-period 
also ( 800-1000 A. D. ). But during the third^sub-period, each of 
these castes became split into hundreds of sub-castes as inscrip- 
tions prove. The reasons were apparently, as shown above, 1st, a 
difference of food ; 2nd, ideas of racial purity and 3rd, different 
social customs prevailing in different countries. We will take 
each of these castes separately and show how it became sub- 
divided in this sub-period. 


BRAHMINS. 

In the beginning of this sub-period Brahmins all over India 
were one caste undoubtedly. In previous centuries Brahmins 
were distinguished by their gotras and their Sakhas only. In- 
scriptions of all countries, in previous sub-periods give only 
their gotras and Sakhas (or Vedic ritual) and never mention 
the, names of any sub-section. Even in this sub-period for 
about fifty years we find the same practice prevailing. Thus 
a Chandella grant dated 1050 A. I). (I. A. XVI p. 206) describes 
the donee as a Bharadvaja gotra, Triprayara Brahmin of Yajur- 
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veda Sakha. In a Kalachuri inscription again (Eahla, Gorakh- 
pur District U. P.) dated 1077 A. D. (E. I. VII p. 86), we have 
many Brahmin donees whgse description consists of their 
gotras with pravara number of each and their Sakhas plus their 
place (village or town) of residence. So also a later Chalukya 
grant dated 1040 describes the donee as Kausika gotra and 
Bahvricha (Rigvedi) Brahmin (B. B. R. A. S. XII p. 51). Later 
we begin to have the mention of the Brahmins’ country of resi- 
dence. Thus Kumarapala’s Prasasti at Vadnagar mentions 
the writer as a Nagara Brahmin (St, 1208, 1151 A. D,). Some 
Chandella and Gahadavala inscriptions describe the Brahmin ' 
donees as Thakkura (E. I. IV p. 121) and in Gahadavala and 
Haihaya inscriptions they are described as Rauta (E. 1. XIV. 
p. 274). In a feudatory southern Malwa inscription dated 
1135 A. D. we find the Brahmin donee described as Xarnata 
(I. A. XIV) with the Brahmin’s gotra and Pravara added and 
it was an important discovery to find a Silahara of Earhad 
grant describing the Brahmin donees as Karhataka and Ghai- 
sasa Brahmins, the importance of which we will shortly notice. 
Names of country became so important that latterly the men- 
tion of gotra and Sakha was omitted for Brahmins, though in 
the previous sub-period it was considered necessary, (Vol. II 
p. 276). Thus in the Sasabahu temple inscription (1. A. XV 
p. 36) dated 1093 we find names of many Brahmin donees 
without the mention of gotra. In an inscription of Bhola 
Bhima of Gujarat dated St. 1256 or 1200 A.D. (I. A. XI p.72) the 
Brahmin donee is described without the mention of his gotra or 
Sakha by his name only and by his Raikavala Jati or sub-section 
of Brahmin caste. In a Konkan inscription dated 1249 A. D. 
(J. R. A. S. Bombay IX p. 248) we have names of 32 Brahmin 
donees whose gotras are given but whose Sakha is not stated 
and instead of it every Brahmin’s surname is given. Surnames 
grew by this time, either from profession or from place of resi- 
dence or other peculiarities and the importance of Sakha was 
lost sight of. Surnames probably came into use among Brah- 
mins in this sub-period such as Dikshita, Raut, Thakur, Pathaka, 
Upadhyaya, Pattavardhana* and so on. It is no doubt true 
that even so late as 1200 A. D. we find gotra and pravara of 

** The name Trivadi occurring in this inscription is inexplicable as also Kramita. 
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Brahmins mentioned ; the continuance of their mention is not 
strange as Brahmins still keep up the memory of their gotra 
and pravara. But what is pertinent to remark is that along 
with gotras, family surnames begin to be mentioned and later 
on subcaste names based on country of residence. Thus in a 
para^mara inscription dated 1226 A.'D. (E. I. IX pp. 108 and 
121 ) we have many names of Brahmin donees with gotra and 
pravara mentioned but in each case the surname is added, such 
as Pandit. Dikshita, Dvivedi, Chaturvedi, Avasthika and so on, 
and the places from which these Brahmins of the same surname 
came are different such as Mathura, Tripur, Akola, Dendavana. 
So also in atf inscription of Jayachchandra dated 1177 (E. I. 
IV p. 129) the many Brahmin donees are thus described,! 
Deva Sri Lotarka (gotra not given), 2 Bandhula gotra Purohita 
Sri Paharajaya, 3 Sarkarakshya gotra Pandit Sri Rishikeya and 
so on; the word Pandit is abbreviated into Pam for four 
Brahmins and one is styled Dviveda. These epithets gradu- 
ally grew into surnames of these Brahmins. In I. A. XIX 
vp. 353} we have the donee Brahmin described as Dakshinatya 
Karnata Diveda Thakkura as also Avasthika. The surname 
Avasthi has survived in Oudh among Brahmins but not among 
Deccani or Karnataka Brahmins. The gotra thus retains for 
some time its importance among Brahmins at least and finds 
mention in inscriptions almost invariably. But as stated 
above, Pravara and Sakha are usually omitted though all 
Brahmins have retained their memory down to this day. 

'Whatever this may be, we have not mention yet of the 
division of Brahmins into the modern two main sections viz. 
Pancha Gauda and Pancha Dravida. It is not found even in 
the Skanda Purana which we have placed in the ninth cen- 
tury A. D. (see Vol, II p. 39 ) properly enough. For the distinc- 
tion arose even later than 1200 A. D. This main division is 
probably based on the flesh food of the former and the vegetari- 
anism of the latter. But there is no doubt that Brahmins had 
sub-divided themselves into numerous sub-sections long before 
1200 A. D., according to country of residence or its chief town, 
owing to peculiarities of customs, as also of ideas of purity of 
race. We find it recorded in the Xagara Khanda of the Skanda 
Purana where the whole history of Nagara Brahmins and theiy 
• ■ 48 ' 
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special good Ha^akeSvara Siva is given that an unknowr 
Brahmin came to their town and a Nagara Brahmin gave him 
his daughter in marriage. He was subsequently found out to 
he a Chandaia to the consternation of the community and the 
Hagaras thereupon made it a rule not to give daughters in 
marriage to any hut known Hagara Brahmins and the Nagara 
known Brahmin families were enumerated. This arrangement'^ 
seems gradually to have been adopted by all castes and sub- 
castes came consequently to deserve the name jnati or known 
section. In the Abu- inscription v/e have the word Nagara 
jnatibhaja (Vol. II p. 85) actually used by the writer to describe 
his caste or subsection (St. 1331 or 1274 A. D. ). This story is 
apparently a later invention and probably an interpolation in 
the Skanda Purana but it indicates the reason why marriage 
relations were gradually restricted to people of known pedigree 
residing in the same country. And thus began the subdivisions 
of Brahmins based on country of residence. Commencing 
from Kashmir we have thus Brahmins divided into 1. Kashmiri. 
2. Hagarkotia (those who reside in Hagarkot the capital of Katoch'^ 
kings in Kangra). 3. Muhyal in the Panjab (al is a termination 
which indicates subcaste). 4. Sarasvata, 5. Gauda (of Guda or 
Thanesar). 6. Harnol. 7. Kahojia and 8. Sarjuparia or residing 
beyond the Sarayu. 9. Jajhotia. 10. Tiwari* 11. Srimali 
and 12. Pushkarna or residing at Pushkar in Eajputana. 
13. Sindhi. 14. Nagara (of Anandpura). 15. Dasor (of Da^apura). 

16. Modha ( of country formerly named Dharmaranya ). 

17. Gujarati. 18. Malvi. 19. Bengali. 20. Ooriya. 21. Desha- 
stha. 22. Konkanastha or Chitpawan (belonging to Ohittapolana 
a town in Eatnagiri District ). 23. Karhade (living under the 
Silaharas of Karhad). 24. Karna-^a. 25. Andhra or Telugu. 
26. Tamil and 27. Malyali or Eambudri. These are the main 
subsections of Brahmins recognisable as named after country 
of residence ; but there are many subdivisions of these again 
based on various other grounds such as Da^as and Vi^as 
in the north and Aiyars and Ayyangars in the south. For 
Brahmins divided further from their acceptance of this or that 
philosophy. The Ayyars are Smartas i. e. those who lopk^upon 
Siva and Vishnu as equal, vt^hile Aiyyangars believe Narayana 
to be the highest god and follow the philosophy of Eamanuja, 
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Later still the followers of Maclhva and his Dvaita philosophy 
became a separate sub'section of Brahmins and were called 
Acharyas. These gave up not only intermarriage but in many 
cases interdining also ; though v;e have no direct mention of 
these restrictions in the Dharmasastras. 

Strangely enough the northern Brahmins were looked 
upon in the beginning of this sub-period as purer in race 
as also in Achara or religious life and we have evidence, 
traditional no doubt, of many southern kings inviting 
northern India Brahmin families to settle in their countries. 
Thus we find the Sena king Samanta or Ballala inviting 
Kanaujia Brahmins to settle in Bengal though tradition speaks 
of these Brahmins as having come in the time of Adisura, a 
fictitious king of earlier date ; and we have mention of 
Brahmins coming from the north and settling in Orissa also 
in the days of the Kesari kings. We have mention again 
of Northern Brahmins being invited to settle in Gujarat by 
Mularaja and even so far south as the Tamil land we have 
mention of a Chola king inviting and settling in his country 
Brahmins fnom Northern India. In all these cases, these Brah- 
mins formed separate sub-castes owing to their unwillingness 
to mis with local Brahmins, considered to be of lower purity, 
either in food or marriage. The Nagarakotia Brahmins alone 
v/ho believe that they were invited by a Katoch king say that 
they consist of 13 families, 3 of whom v/ere Kashmiri, 3 Kanaujia 
and 3 Sarasvata, the remaining four being local Brahmins. 
(These probably were not agriculturalists). The number of sub- 
castes was thus further increased. Then again we may believe 
that certain sections of Brahmins migrated to safer lands from 
the Pan jab and the U. P. owing to invasions first and then 
oppression of Mahomedan conquerors. The Gauda Sarasvata 
Brahmins of Goa territory thus appear to have come from the 
region of the Sarasvati about this time. It is an unhistorical 
idea that they came from Bengal, for Guda is a name which 
originally was applied to the country round Thanesar and 
the peculiarity of these Brahmins viz. that they eat fish is 
mentioned even in the Mahabharata as arising among Brah- 
mins residing on the banks of the Sarasvati during a long 
famine. The Bengali Brahmins , were emigrants from’ the 
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same ancient country of the Sarasvatas and are also hence 
called Gauda. We disbelieve the tradition of the Gaud a 
Sarasvatas of Goa coming from Bengal because there is no 
historical reason why they should have left Bengal and further 
because their speech does not exhibit any linguistic and 
phonetic peculiarities of Bengal such as the change of s into y 
sh and a into o. The Chitpavans are another section of Konkaii '' 
Brahmins which has the tradition of coming there from 
outside. As stated in our Mahabharata Mimansa they from 
their fair complexion appear to have come from the Panjab 
hilly districts into the hilly region of the Eatnagiri District 
after a short halt in the Thana District about Bassein where is 
the original first Konkan sanctuary of Parasurama. These 
instances will suffice to show that in this sub-period we have 
evidence of Brahmin families migrating to, or being invited 
to settle in, southern and eastern countries. The example 
again of Deccani Brahmins going to the Andhra country in the 
wake of Chalukya conquest of Vengi and forming a separate | 
sub-section of Brahmins called now Niyogi shows that there/ 
may be instances of Brahmin migrations after conquest, as 
happened in modern history after the conquests of the Mara» 
thas. The mode adopted by Nagara Brahmins of defining 
their sub-caste by counting their families and their gotras was 
followed by all these various sub-sections and hence have 
arisen those hundreds of sub-castes into which Brahmins are 
now sub-divided and which restrict marriage and food to 
themselves. All these sub-sections acquired new names from 
country or town of their residence or from other causes, which 
became of paramount importance owing to restriction of 
marriage to each sub-section and gotra and Sakha became 
consequently of minor importance. But it must be stated that 
all the sub- sections of Brahmins appear to have adhered 
loyally to their ancient Vedic religion. They not only 
preserved their Veda or Sakha but also its special ritual and ^ 
also the memory of their gotras and pravaras and still preserve 
the gotra and pravara law of marriage prohibition enjoined by 
the smritis, the gotras and pravaras being enumerated in the 
Srauta Sutras. And hence it is that gotra and pravara among 
Brahmins and even Kshatriyas remain the same throughout the 

•x 
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thounh Braliinin and Kshoiriya families 
rad ne\T names from curious causes. These 
doubt predominant, but they never acquired 


so great an imports-nce among Brahmins at lea^st as to destroy 
the importance of gotre, and the gotra law of marriage is still 
the supreme law of jnarriage among Brahmins. 


Many of these suhcastes of Brahmins especially in ISTorthern 
ndis v.mre then non-vegetarian and they continne so down to this 
^3.y. Al-Beruni describing the food of Hindus says “ Christians 
Pe not allowed to kill, so also the Brahmins.” The rules given 
breefter apply to Brahmins (as Christian rules apply to bishops 
jtnd monks ), but not others. First, strangulation of certain 
animals only is allowed viz. sheep, goat, gazelle, rhinoceros 
(genda). vrater and land birds such as peacock etc.; Second, 
forbidden animals are os, camel, horse, elephant &c., tame 
poultry, fish and all kinds of eggs. 


NOTE:— MARCO POLO ON LAD BRAHMINS. 

The description given by Marco Polo of Brahmins of the country called 
Lar by him deserves to be quoted and discussed here. Marco Polo travelled 
in India about 1280 A. D. roughly and wrote about 1300 A. D. Though this 
account is thus a hundred year.s later than our period, it cannot bo considered 
inapplicable, as the condition then of the country must have been the 
some as in 1200, Mahomedan conquest coming later. Speaking of the 
province of Lar, he says ( Marco Polo by Miss Yule Yol. II p. 360 ) “ All 
Brahmins come from that country on the west. They arc best merchants 
and moot truthful. They eat no flesh and drink no wine and lead a life 
of chastity. They wear a thread of cotton on their shoulders which 
croBSoc the breast and the back. They have a rich and powerful king who 
sends Brahmins to purchase best diamonds in Soli (Chola) and best 
pearls. They believe in bad and auspicious hours for every week day and 
transact business only at auspicious times. They are long-lived as they 
are very abstemious and they have capital teefh owing to a certain 
herb they chew.” 

“ There are other brahmins called Chugi ( Jogi ) who are longer-lived, 
who are devoted to the idols. They live upto 150 or even 200 years. They 
oat rice and milk only. They drink a potion of sulphur and quicksilver 
twice a day which leads to longevity. Some of them are ascetics who go 
about stark naked. They have a small ox of pewter or gold tied over 
their forehead. They daub themselves with cowdung ashes. If any one 
' does them good, they put the ashes in the middle of his forehead. They eat 
from dry leaves of the apple of paradise (plantain?). They would not 
kill any animal oven a fly or a flea. They fast many days and drink 
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nothing but water. They sleep on the ground and yet they live long. 
They burn their dead. ” 

Miss Yule observes on this in a note that “ Lardesa included southern 
Gujarat, Thana and Chaul. Eonkani Brahmins adopted trade only when 
they were expelled from Goa. This high praise of the truthfulness of 
Brahmins was just and as old as the Greeks. It is not only given by 
Greek writers but by Hiuen Tsang and also by Arab travellers.” 

It is somewhat difSoult to , determine to whom the above descriptio 
applies. Lar no doubt according to Arab travellers included Thana 
Eolaba districts and had a language of its own called Lari. But Mar^ 
Polo later describes the kingdom of Thana separately. We have seen tb*' 
Silahara kings ruled in Thana. Lardesa was again distinct from Gujar' 
which is also separately described by Marco Polo and which with it 
capital Fatan was ruled by Vaghela kings in about 1300 A. D. The language 
of this part is described again as distinct and peculiar ( p. 39!i ). Thus 
upto 1300 A. D. m^odern southern Gujarat or Lardesa was distinct from 
Northern Gujarat politically as well as in language. The people apparently 
had a king of their own, though in previous centuries, they were under the 
Raehtrakutas and later under Western Chalukyas of Kalyan. The 
Brahmins of Lardesa are not now, however, known as a separate sub-caste. 
But probably they were a distinct sub-caste then and went for trade to such 
distant countrien as the countries of Chola and Pandya which produced 
diamonds and pearls. The Konkan Brahmins are not much known as traders 
though their truthfulness as of other Brahmins must have been anciently 
well known. The surnames Pattavardhana, Ghalisa and GhaisHsa now found 
a mong Konkan and Karhada Brahmins only and mentioned in a Goa Kadamba 
inscription dated Saka 1171 or 1249 A. D. ( J. R. A. S. Bombay IX p, 243) 
indicate that these families were traders ; what trade these surnames 
indicated, we are not able to determine. The four Brahmins mentioned in 
an inscription dated 1190 A. D., of Bhoja II Silahara king of Earhad are 
named ; 1. Adityabhatta 2. Lakshmidharabhatta 3, Karhataka Prabhakara 
Ghaisasa and 4 Vasiyana GhaisSsa (gotra nowhere mentioned). The word 
Karahataka here plainly indicates a subcaste and Ghaisasa plainly imports 
a profession which is not religious. But certainly these did not trade 
in diamonds and pearls as Marco Polo states. We must, therefore, believe 
that Lad Brahmins were a distinct .sub-caste spread over the whole of 
southern India who traded in diamonds and pearls and who were known 
then for their great veracity. It appears that Marco Polo met them in the 
Pandya country as he describes Lar Desa just almost immediately after tho 
Pandya country. The country named by him as Maabar is certainly the 
Paridya country which produced pearls. Of this country he says rightly 
that “there are no tailors here. All people, men and women, rich and poor, 
including even the king go about naked with a strip of cloth round their 
loins. Even the soldiers go to fight naked, with lance and shield, ’ He de- 
scribes tho naked king as distinguished only by the fineness of the loin cloth 
and tho necklace of precious stones, a description which reminds one of that 



KAMiinuATION OP CASTE ■ 333 

Tho Brahmins of Dravida even 
mLThTI Marco Polo next desoribos the IrinEdom of 

Mutflli,an inexplicable name; but it iB certainly the Andhra kingdom of 
Warangal .as it is described as ruled then by a queen (daughte” of 
Prataparudra ) and as diamonds are said to bo found in its mountains, 
referring probably to the mines of Golkonda. It is in these countrifin’ 
apparently that Marco Polo came across the Brahmins of the Lar country 

which is described next, as lying in the west and which must mearthl 

country of Lata or modern southern Gujarat. 

The ascetics described seem to be Saiva ascetics but those with a metal 
ox on their foreheads can not be Jangamas as these do not burn their dead 

- Sub* .It 

already. But the Lingayats had probably not yet gone to Konkan or Lata 
where oven now they are scarcely to be found. These ascetics, therefore 
do not now nurvive as oven Miss Yule thinks. 

They again cannot bo Jains, though their abstention from all animal 

slaughter, their injuring not even a fly or. a flea and their long fasts may 

suggest their being Jains. But Jains do not use cowdung ashes nor apply them 
to the forehead of their disoiples.:They.:therefore, must be Baiva ascetics of 

followers of 

Lakuh^a whose chief sacred place is near Broach, as already stated. The 
whole description, therefore, according to our view, does not apply to 
Konkan Brahmins though it is suggestive of them and applies to Lad 
Brahmins who are now found, not in South Gujarat, but all over tho Deccan 
including Hyderabad territory .and Berar. They are still a mercantile 
community but are very religious orthodox Brahmins, 


THE RAJPUTS. 

Going on to consider the next chief caste of the Kshatriyas, 
we find that it also subdivided during this sub-period though 
not into numerous sub-seots. It could not, for obvious reasons, 
.subdivide on the basis of town or country of residence. It had 
already divided itself into two main sections viz. those who 
cultivated and those who did not. The former were naturally 
considered lower in grade and the latter y^ho were rulers of 
kingdoms, at least heads of villages or districts, were considered 
to be higher in grade. ' These latter were now called by distinc- 
tion Eajputs a word used in inscriptions of this period to 
denote the ruling Kshatriyas generally (e.g. E. I. XIV p. 159 
Ballalasena insc. U^:). They were first looked upon as 
even higher than Brahmins, as shown in Vol, II (p. 178). This 
llighQr status of the Rajputs fiespribed by Arab travellers of the 
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preceding century is not mentioned by Al-Beruni who, as often 
stated before, speaks more from Hindu law books than from 
actual observation. Or it may be that during the period of 
Mahomedan invasions many of the PanjabEajput ruling families 
were destroyed ; and when the Gahadavala king Chandra drove 
the Mahomedan oppressors out of northern India and reconsti- 
tuted the Kshatriya caste, it naturally assumed its position as 
defined in the Hindu Sastras, viz. next to that of the Brahmins. 
Yet they were considered equal to the Brahmins in all respects 
as Al-Beruni himself admits that their degree is not much 
below that of the Brahmins. Thus they were allowed to study 

• f 

the Vedas and did study Veda and Sastra and we have 
already seen how noted kings such as Bhoja and Govinda- 
chandra were as learned in the sacred and profane lore as the 
most learned Brahmins. 

In the usual manner, the Rajput or ruling families of 
India constituted themselves into a sub-section about 1100 
A. D. by the enumeration of the orthodox pure Kshatriya 
ruling families of the time. In this enumeration Panjab remained 
naturally excluded, being then entirely under Mahomedan 
rule ; and there indeed were no ruling Kshatriya families then in 
the Panjab. The Himalayan ruling families also did not come 
in the enumeration for another reason which we will notice 
later on. The South Indian ruling families were also ex- 
cluded as they were apparently not considered of pure Aryan 
race and of Kshatriya descent. The Kshatriya families ruling 
in Maharashtra were, however, included as they had continuous 
marriage relations with the ruling Kshatriya families of 
Northern India. The number of these Rajput families was 
found to be 36 and this number soon became traditional, as we 
find it mentioned in the Rajatarangini of Kalhana of 1159 A. D. 
Which were these 36 families in the beginning it is difficult to 
determine, as no unquestionable list of that date has come 
down to us. V^e have treated the list in the Rasa as con- 
temporaneous v/ith Prithviraj though the Rasa in its present 
form is undoubtedly to be placed in the 16th century A. D. 
(vide Vol. II p. 70'j and we will examine in a note how far that 
list represents the correct political condition of the country 
about 1100 A.D. It ma^ be noted that by this enumeration the 
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s of the several clans further acquired 
of each family, although each had its 


separate gotra, gradually 


became of no value even in matters 


of rnarriage. Indeed inscriptions of this period often look upon 
the clan naine as gotra itself e. g. Guhila gotra, Pratihara 
gotra etc. (See also Y oL II p. 177). 


In the Pasa list firstly the Senas of Lakhnauti are conspi- 
cuous by their absence and this supports the viev^r that their 
povrer in Bengal was established later than 1100 A. D. Nest 
wc note that all ruling families of South India viz. Gangas, 
Cholos, Pandyas and Eeralas are also not in the list. The only 
esplanotion seems, as stated above, to be that their claim to pure 
Ksliatriya origin w^as not admitted as they had no marriage 
relations with the Kshatriyas of Northern India. The ruling 
Eshatriya families of Maharashtra occupying an intermediate 
position geographically, naturally came to occupy an interme- 
diate position racially. We have already said that the Silaharas 
are the only truly Maratha family Which finds a mention in the 
list of the 35 royal clans (p. 247). As to the Chalukyas and the 
Rashtrakutas of the Deccan, though they are, according to our 
view, distinct from the families of the same name of Northern 
India, their inclusion in the 36 under the same names can not 
be denied. But it is remarkable that the Eadambas of Goa are not 
mentioned among the thirty-^ix. We have uncontested evidence 
that two princesses from this family were married into the 
Gujarat Chalukya family during this sub-period."^' Probably the 
Rajputs of Northern India gradually confined their sub-caste to 
Northern India and refused to continue marriage relations 
with Eshatriya families of Maharashtra,! as these families had 
marriage relations with Non-Aryan ruling families of South 
India also. The M aratha Eshatriyas, consequently, after this 
period, including the Silaharas, became a separate group or 
sub-caste and they too had their own enumeration of 96 Mara- 
tha families to which marriage was thenceforth confined. 


The KumarapHIa Charita mentions such a marriage in the verse ‘WTiPt 
^RT83WT^ qif uig^oi CjRPn! Ij mentions Karna’s- marriage with a Kashmir princess 

t Karna Vaghela declined for example to give his daughter to the Yadava king 
of Deogiri about 1300 A.P. 
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The Rajputs from Western Himalayas formed a third group 
v/hioh became a distinct sub-section, not only on account of 
its isolation but also of certain marriage customs peculiar to 
them. In the Himalayas then ■ survived and still survive 
marriage customs of ancient India by which the higher caste? 


\ 


): 


could take wives from lower castes, the caste of the progeny 
being unaffected viz. that of the father. We find thus, even 
now, three grades of Kshatriyas in the Himalayan region adja- 
cent to the Panjab viz. Eajputs, Eanas or Thakurs and Eathis. 
The Eajputs take girls from the Thakurs and these from the 
Eathis but do not give them their girls. The Eajputs of the 
Himalayan region, however, though they have old mixed marri- 
age customs still prevalent among them, are pure in race as the 
Eathis are not Mongolians but Aryans, are in fact Kshatriyas 
lower in grade only because they follow agriculture. They fur- 
ther allow Karewa or widow remarriage which is prohibited to 
the Eajputs as to Brahmins and Vaisyas. Full information is^ . 
given in “ Castes and Tribes of the Panjab ” relating to minor ^1 
sub-divisions of the Eajputs of the Himalayan region amongst-^ ! 
whom the Katoch are the leading family with the Maharaja of 
Lambagram at their head. But the names of the several Surya- 
van^i and Ohandravan^i families of the highest,* middling and 
lowest grades with names based chiefly on place of residence 
such as Jammuwal, Guleria, etc. it is not necessary to give 
here in detail. 


In the Panjab itself the Kshatriyas of the western parts 
were mostly forcibly converted to Mahomedanism in the days 
of Mahmud and of Shihabuddin and these do not now use or 
even like the name Eajput, though they still preserve, old 
Kshatriya clan names of Mahabharata or Greek days such as 
Yaudheyas (Johiyas), Anavas (Janjuas) etc. and still observe 
certain Hindu customs such as calling a Brahmin at the birth 
of a child or at marriage. In the eastern parts, Eajputs are still 
found but they are immigrants from lands further east and 
south in Mahomedan times, as they use the orthodox clan names 
from the list of the 36 royal clans such as Paramara, Chauhan, 
Tuar, Eathod, Kachhwaha, &c. ; and these have' still marriage 


” The Miyans are the highest; a name taken from Mahomedans, Miyan meaning 
the most respected. 
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relations vrith fclie H?:.jput5 of Deibi nnd Bajputana. The Pan«> 
jab and the land of fbe SarasYati as also Pancliala v/as tlie 
ancient land of Brahmins and Kehatviyas and all Brahmins 
and Kshatriyos in the east and south of India came originally 
from this region. It, therefore, follows that Paramaras and 
Chauhans, Kathods and Kaohliwahas are clan-names Y^hich 
originally must have come from the Panjab itself in ancient 
times. Or these names v/hich do not find a mention in the 
Mahabharata may have come into existence in the south and 
the east, in the middle land and in Bajputana, in the sixth 
century or later, among Kshatriya clans driven out of or leaving 
the Panjab under stress of Eushan and Hupa invasions. Cer- 
tain it is that most of the names of clans in the list of 36 are 
not found in the Mahabharata ; and as they are found in the 
eastern parts of the Panjab 8.t the present day, these Bajputs 
mu.st have gone from the south. Local tradition also supports 
this inference as the Bajputs of Eastern Panjab believe that 
“/hey came there from the Delhi region and from Bajputana in 
Mahomedan times. These Bajputs, therefore, cannot be treated 
as a separate group and must be included in the Bajputana group. 

Thus we have three sub-sections of the Kshatriyas of India ; 
subsections which probably came iuto existence betv^een 1100 to 
1200 or 1300 A. D. viz. 1st the Bajputs of the 36 clans inhabiting 
Bajputana, Gujarat, Kathiawar, Malwa, U. P. and Eastern 
Panjab ; 2nQ Bajputs of Western Himalayas and 3rd the Mara- 
tha Kshatriyas. These three groups do not intermarry and do 
not interdine and they may, therefore, be looked upon as real 
sub-castes with their usual restrictions. Though the sub-castes 
^of pure Kshatriyas thus are only three, there are numerous 
other sub-castes who claim to be Kshatriyas and whose exist- 
ence probably goes back to our sub-period. We may, of course, 
include those Kshatriyas who are considered lower in grade 
because they follow the occupation of agriculture, the Bathis 
for example of the Himalayan region and the Marathas of the 
Deccan. The words Bathi and Maratha probably have a com- 
mon origin viz. Bashtra* which shows that they form the 
— - - ^ ■ — - — ■ , _ ■ ■ . 

The word Rashtrika ia Asoka inscriptions is explained by Smith as meaning in- 
habitants of Western Ghats but the word may indicate these Rathis o£ the Himalayan 
region also, ■ . 1 
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country, being the common people or the settled agriculturists^ 
and must be distinguished from the Sudras or labourers. Thel 
description by Al-Beruni of the four, castes, however, indicates ' 
that while the Rajputs or Kshatriyas were treated as equals of t 
Brahmins, the agricultural Kshatriyas and^ Vaisyas had come | 
to be looked upon as not much superior, to Sudras, being prohi- 
bited the study of the Veda. Besides these agricultural Ksha- 
triyas, there were other sub-castes which also claimed the 
rank of Kshatriyas and which must have come into existence 
in this sub-period such as Bundellas, Raghuvansis &c, though 
we have no positive written evidence about their claim. The ten- 
dency of Hindu society at all times in India is to establish 
various sub-castes which usually claim to be included in the 
higher varna nearest to them. 

The Kshatriyas of South India claim to belong to solar 
and lunar races also. They . form a separate sub-caste which 
we have not taken into consideration in the above enumera- 
tion. So far as we have seen, we have not found in inscrip- 
- tions an example of a South India Kshatriya marrying a 
northern Kshatriya princess. " The Dravida warrior clans were 
no doubt treated as Vratya" Kshatriyas by the Manusmriti 
and the Puranas support their solar and lunar race origins. 
The Andhra Kshatriyas are called Raju-a Sanskrit word-and 
Vellala. It is unnecessary to go further into the status of the 
Kshatriyas of South India as we have not found the subject 
discussed at length anywhere. 


HOTE:~THE 36 RULING FAMILIES OP ESHATRI'PAS. 

We have held that the list of 36 ruling families of Kshatriyas was 
made during the reign of Chandra Gahadavala who is said in inscriptions 
to have rehabilitated the Solar and Lunar Kshatriya races. This king 
ruled from 1080 to 1100 A, D. and the 36 families then enumerated must 
have been actually ruling at that time. We have not got the original list; 
bat two ancient lists, incomplete and rather incorrect, are given by Tod viz. 
the Rasa list and the Kumarapala Charita Sanskrit list (the other two given 
by him seem to be later as they contain undoubtedly later names). If we 
compare these two lists they appear to be copies j^from the same original 
Jist. Let uB see how they agree and differ. 
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Rasa List. 

Kuraarapala«’Charita Sans. 

Ravi 

Ikshvaku 

Sasi 

Soma 

Yadu 

Yadu 

Eakustha 

X 

Paramara 

Paramara 

Sadavara 

X 

Ohauhan 

Chauhan 

Chalukka 

Cbalukka 

Chhindaka 

Chhindaka 

Silara 

Silara 

AbhTra 

X 

Doyamata 

Makvana 

I^Makvana 

Ohapotkata 

Ohapotkata 

Parihara 

Parihara 

Dhanyapalaka 

Dhanyapalaka 

Rajyapalaka 

Rajyapalaka 

Nikumpa 

Nikumpa 

Hula 

Huna 

Guhila, Guhilaputta 

Ohila X 


From the note of Gaurishankar on this list we find there are some eight 
or nine names which are found in the Kumarapala-Charita list which were 
omitted by. Tod and the three out of which found in the other list ere, 


Rathod Rath. 

Earattapala Karattapala 

Aniga Anaga. 

There are many names in both lists which are now unidentifiable ; and 
even Tod could not identify them. Moreover the identification by Tod 
of some is unquestionably mistaken, as it could not but be, in the absence of 
the epigraphic evidence which we now possess. We proceed to show how 
this list, especially that in the Rasa, correctly depicts the political state of 
the country and its Rajput kingdoms about 1100 A, D. We take -the 
identification of names made by us in Vol. II. 


The first five namely Kakustha (Kacbapaghata), Paramara Sadavara 
(Tomara), Chahamana, Chhandaka (Chandella) are the well-known king- 
doms of Gwalior, Malwa, Delhi, Sambhar and Bundelkhand described in this 
volume. The sixth Silara is the Silahara kingdom of Thana. The seventh 
Abhiyara or Ahira kingdom has not been located by Tod but it must have 
been in southern India. Ohapotkata and Parihara were the kingdoms of 
Anhilwad and Eanauj which had just passed away but there still must have 
been small kingdoms remaining such as that of Manda'^ar of the Pratihafas. 



390 


GENERAL SURVEY 


The Guhilot kingdom of Mewad •was v, ell known as also the small kingdom 
of the Guhilas in Man grol (Kathiawar) already described (p.301). The Yadus 
under whom come now Yadavas, Bhatis and the Jadejas and Chudasamas 
of Kathiawar were represented then by the Vadavas of Biana and Mathura 
or Mahaban. The Bhatie of Jaisalmere are not mentioned in this list be- 
cause probably they were not then in Jaisalmere which according to tradi- 
tion was founded in 115? A. D. (Gaurisbankar’s Tod p. 224) and the latter 
two were not yet established in Kathiawar and Cutch which were then un- 
der the Ohalukyas of Anhilwad. The Tanks had a kingdom at this time at 
Kashtha oh the Jumma as pointed out by Tod. They are not, according to 
our view, descendants of Takshaka Naga as many imagine. The Hunas bad 
a kingdom at Badoli on the east coast of the Chambal opposite Bhaisroda 
“where in a beautifully carved temple there is a Huna Vivaha Mandapa.” 
(Qaurishankar’s T od). The Gaudas or Gaurs have nothing to do with the 
Senas of Bengal whose power was established in Bengal itself later than 
1100 and who are consequently not mentioned in this list. They came 
from Guda or the country about Tha^esar and they had at this time an ex- 
tensive kingdom about Ajmer which was taken from them by the Chauhans 
as tradition recorded by Tod states. (This tradition is not believed by 
some). The Badgujars also were a powerful ruling family then and were 
in possession of the country round Amber with Eajpur as their 
capital and from this they were dispossessed by the Kachhwahas 
according to another tradition recorded by Tod. They are mentioned 
in the RasH list under the name of Garua which certainly is the Prakrit 
form of Gurjara. Nikumpa lastly had a kingdom at that time in Khandesh 
ao an inscription noted;by Gaurishankar dated 1153 A. D. proves. They had 
also a small kingdom in Jaipur territory. Nikumps. therefore, unlike the 
Silaharas are both Northern India and Southern India Kahatriyas. Among 
the Marathas their name is now pronounced Nikam. 

Besides these, we have of course the mention of Rathod or Rath and 
Rajapala, the leading kingly families of Kanauj and Monghyr, while the 
Kalaohuri Haihay as of Ohedi are also included in the Rasa list. What ruling 
families the other names indicate it is difficult to decide and neither Tod 
nor Gaurishankar or Mohanlal Pandya has been able to ascertain. The 
Dahiraas were well-known and as descendants of Dadicha Rishi are men- 
tioned in inscriptions ; but the name given in the Rasa list is Dadhishat, This 
amsa is detailed in an inscription dated 1000 A.D. in the Kansern temple in 
Parbatsar Dt. Jodhpur State (E.I. XII p. 61). They were feudatories of the 
Chahamanas of Sambhar. They migrated from Thalner on the Godavari to 
Marwad, and held Parbratsar, Jalor and Sanchor up to 1300 A.D. ‘'Ohhacba 
(the insociptor) was a ruling prince and not an Ada Rajput (ditto)," Karat- 
tapala, however, are not Kathis and Kathis had no kingdom in Kathiawar 
about 1100 A. D. Nor can Jato bo mentioned in the list as they never were 
looked upon as Kshatriyas, nor had they any kingdom at this time. In 
the absence of historical evidence , we can only say that the remaining 
names of ruling families are not yet ascertainable. 
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KAYASTHAS. 

The Ea,5''asthas v/ho claim to be of Kshatriya origin find 
frequent mention in the inscriptions of this sub-period. They 
can be included- in the Eshatriya varna though they form an 
intermediate caste according to the Smritis. The Eayasthas 
were v/riters by profession and hence as writers of Inscriptions 
they are constantly m.entioned. They too seem to be divided 
at this time into sections according to their country of 
residence, like the Brahmins; for we have mention of a Gauda 
Kayastha in an inscription dated 1000 A.D. (E. I. XII p. 6); the 
word Anvaya is not used here ; but where it is used it indicates 
the family such as Xaigamanvaya of Bijolia Insc. (Bengal 
J. R. A. S. LV p. 40) or Gaudanvaya of Siwalik pillar Insc, 
(1. A. XIX p. 218). It may be noted that we sometimes come 
across Kayastha writers in inscriptions from southern India, 
as in the Konkan insc. of Aparaditya. The tradition among the 
Kayastha Prabhus of Konkan that they came there from Nor- 
thern India in later days may be reconciled with this mention 
of Kayasthas in about 1100 by holding that these are represented 
now by the Davane Kayasthas.* 

vaiIya . 

The Vai^yas also split into sub-divisions during this sub- 
period, follov/ing the example of Brahmins, on the basis of habitat. 
There is no mention, however, in the records of the period, of 
the names of the modern 84 sub-divisions of the Vaisyas of 
Northern India. There are some family names such as Pragva- 
tanvaya, or Karapaka Vamsa (Bijolia Insc,). There is also a 
mention of Poravala and of Modha (I.A. XI p.72), Modhanvaya- 
prasuta-Mahakshap.; but the word anvaya added shows that 
they v/’ere family names and not names of sub-castes. These 
Vaisyas were often Jains and hence perhaps the sub-sections 
were not endogamous. In the south and in the Himalayan 
region, there were Vaisyas who were Saivas ; the temple of 
Baijanath in Kangra is stated in its inscription to have been 
built by two Vaisya brothers ; and the Lingayat Vaisyas in the 
south are well known as Vlra^aivas. 

The word Prabhu is added in this inscription to a minister’s name and not" to 
tjie name of the Kayastha writer. 
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SUDRAS. 

f / 

It is needless to say that the Sudras must also have sub- 
divided at this time into innumerable sections not only on the 
basis of the province of residence, but also of their innumerable 
employments; each profession or employment consolidating 
itself into a sub-caste restricting marriage to itself. Indeed at 
this time the practice of Anuloma marriage entirely ceased, as 
we shall presently show, and every caste and sub-caste from the 
Brahmins downwards restricted marriage to itself. This 
together with ideas of purity and peculiarities of food and 
customs was a great incentive to the formation of sub-castes 
all over the society. The formation of all the innumerable 
sub-castes in every varna or chief caste and intermediate caste 
into which Hindu society is divided at present took place, 
according to our view, during this sub-period (1000-12C0), 
whereas in the preceding sub-periods the main castes and 
intermediate castes were one and undivided throughout India. 
Although, therefore, Al-Beruni mentions only four varnas 
following the Smritis, the tendency to the development of sub- 
castes had arisen even in his time ; but the actual division took 
place after him. 

UNTOUCHABLES. 

From the most ancient times, the outcasts or untouchables 
were divided into many classes and they always lived outside 
of towns and villages. Those usually mentioned in inscriptions 
are Meda and Chandala, the scavenger and the executioner, 
Vt^ho were the lowest among them. But Al-Beruni gives other 
names. He describes the outcasts as follows : “ After the Sudra 
follow the people called Antyaja who render various kinds of 
services and who are not reckoned among any caste. There 
are eight classes of them, who freely intermari'y with each other, 
except the fuller, the shoe-maker and the weaver. These eight 
guilds are fuller, shoe-maker, juggler, basket and shield maker, 
sailor, fisherman, hunter of wild animals and birds and weaver. 
These gilds live near the villages and towns of the four castes 
and outside them ”. 

The people called Hadi, Doma, Chandala and Badhatau, 
are not reckoned among any caste or .guild. They are occupied 
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dirty work like the cleansing of the village. They are 

considered as one sole class. In fact they are considered like 
♦ / 

illegitimate children and they descend from Sudra father and 
Brahmani mother as children of fornication. Therefore, they 
N are outcasts”. (Sachau Yol. I chap, X). The above extract shows 
^ that even in AhBeruni’s time (1030 A. D.) there were tv/o main 
'/ divisions of the outcasts, the second one being the v/orse of the 
two. Indeed Khurdadba (900 A. D.) also mentions two un- 
touchables’ castes viz. the Ohandala and the Lahuda. The latter 
viz. Lahuda were rope-dancers or natas. Thus this two-fold 
division is very old and the eight untouchables of the Lahuda 
class mentioned by Al-Beruni are exactly those enumerated in a 
Smriti text viz. the fuller, the shoe-maker, the weaver, the basket- 
maker, the rope-dancer, the fisherman, the hunter and the 
juggler. That they intermarried except the first three is a 
strange observation which perhaps may be a mistake. At any 
rate in modern times, they do not, follov/ing the usual tendency 
of all Hindu sub-castes to restrict marriage to tbeir ov/n self. It 
passes understanding why the fuller, the v/eaver and the 
basket-maker should have been treated as untouchable. They 
had no doubt been treated as such until recently. Being a 
subdivision with work not unclean and v/lth marriage restric- 
ted to itself as mentioned by Al-Beruni, their untouchability 
was nominal. And since they have now become touchable, 
there is no reason why the other five classes of the same list 
should remain untouchable. The word Dom is not found in the 
Sraritis nor Hadi and the word Badhatau is inexplicable. These 
four untouchable castes performed uncleanly work and must 
have, therefore, been treated as most untouchable. 

Caste in India, as we have elsewhere explained, rests on 
racial as well as occupational difference and it is well-known 
that the first three varnas are Aryans by race, as also the castes 
intermediate between them. The Sudras and the untouchables 
i are Bravidian by race. The main profession of Brahmins is that of 
religious service and of Kshatriyas is that of arms. Vai^yas 
w^ere agriculturists in ancient times ; but they gave up agri= 
culture in the Buddhist period as it involved the killing of insects 
(see Vol. II p. 183). In mediaeval times the occupation of agricul- 
ture mainly belonged to Sudras ; and Khurdadba in 900 A, D? 

50 
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properly says that Sudras were those who were husbandmen by 
profession (ditto p. 172). But while gave up agricul- 

tures some Brahmins and Eshatriyas took to agriculture in > 
the medieval period and the Parasara Smriti by a special 
provision made it allowable (see Vol, II p. 183). But this led to 
the degradation of these ,to the status of Sudras as in the y 
Deccan and even in the Himalayan region. The Nagarkotia' 
Brahmins, we were informed in Kangra, did not intermarry or 
interdine with the local Brahmins who were agriculturists 
and who are now even labourers or coolies, The' Bathis who 
are Kshatriya agriculturists in the Himalayan region are 
admitted to be only third grade Kshatriyas who may give 
daughters to, but cannot take daughters from, higher grade 
Kshatriyas. We find local agriculturist Brahmins similarly 

r 

treated as Sudras by new-coming Brahmins in Orissa 
( see Vol. II ), In the Deccan there are some agriculturist 
Brahmins who are also looked upon as degraded, and the 
agriculturist Kshatriyas, Malis and others, are treated, though y 
mproperly,.as Sudras. / 

It is a thing worth noticing that the Bajputs in this sub- 
period, though their profession was that of arms, distinguished 
themselves not only by their valour but also' by their learning. 
Indeed some of the most famous learned kings in this sub- 
period have made their names immortal, such as Bhoja, 
Govindachandra, Ballalasena and Lakshmanasena, Aparaditya, 
Some^vara Chalukya, Bajendra Chola and others, by their, 
treatises on different subjects which still survive and are read 
with benefit. The art of singing and dancing was also 
developed and patronised by these kings, notably by Harsha of 
Kashmir, Udayaditya of Malwa and others but most notably by 
Bajaraja of Tanjore. Tanjore is still famous for its singing and 
dancing. The Kshatriyas, therefore, were properly described as 
almost the equals of Brahmins by Al-Beruni. They were^ 
proficient both in Sastra and Sastra and .kept up their tradi- 
tional love of independence and of knowledge characteristic 
of the Aryan race. 
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; CHANGE IN MAEEIAGE AND OTHER ODSTOMS. 

U 

The marriage oustoms of the Hindus underwent a momen- 
;<-tous change during this sub-period. In previous centuries 
' Brahmins and Eshatriyas could marry and did marry women 
from castes lower than themselves. Even Khurdadba writing 
about 900 A. D. states that Brahmins could take wives from 
Eataria or Kshatriyas (though they did not give them their 
daughters) and we have the well-known instance of Rajasekhara 
marrying a ChShamana lady about 900 A. D. Al-Beruni, how- 
ever, writes that “ formerly a Hindu could marry a woman of 
his caste or lower caste, but in our time a Brahmin never 
marries a woman except from his own caste * . Haturally in 
all castes and even sub-castes marriage outside the caste ceased 
I .:^ntirely. Why this restriction arose does not appear clear. 
■^S'-obably the lower position assigned by the new provisions of 
Smritis to children of lower caste wives, a fact corroborated 
even by Al-Beruni who states that the progeny of such former 
marriages was treated as of the caste of the mother, must have 
been found inconvenient. In the same* house thus of a Brah- 
min father, there would be children who would be Brahmins, 
Eshatriyas and Vai^yas. The Manu Smriti rule was, as 
shown in Vol. II, that all such children were Brahmins and in 
some cases* of an intermediate caste higher than that of the 
mother. The difference of food and drink between a Brahmin, 
a Eshatriya or a VaiSya, the Brahmins and Vai§yas in 
the middle land and southern India abstaining from flesh also, 
must have again caused great trouble in such a mixed family. 
The result naturally was that marriage was restricted to the 
1 same caste and even sub-section of a caste or sub-caste. 

' The other conspicuous change which came over Hindu 
' society was the growth of the custom of child marriages. 
When such marriages began to take place can not be definitely 
determined. But certain it is that child marriage was a general 
custom in the days of Al-Beruni who observes (Sachau Vol. II 
chapter XIX p. 155), “ The Hindus marry at an early age and 

hence parepts ?^rrange for the marriages of their children.” This 
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is in fact the rule that obtains at present. Al-Beruni’s remark ip 
certainly from observation. and not from Smritis though ve mav 
believe that the Para^ara Smriti provision makine 

marriage of a girl of 8. years as the normal marriage was alreadv 
formulated. We have seen that Prithviraj’s first marriage was a 
child marriage. Vikramanka Ohalukya of Ealyan’s daughter's X 
marriage with the Kadamba of Goa heir-apparent was also Zi' 
child marriage. Such examples among Rajput princes indicate 
that child marriage was the prevailing custom among all the 
Hindus of the period. Bana describing the marriage of Rajya- 
sri in about 600 A. D. describes her as fully grown up and his 
description of the marriage ceremony indicates that consumma- 
tion of marriage took place on the day of marriage. Thus 
child marriages must have come into vogue between 600 and 
1000 A.D. Why they did so, it is difficult to determine. As child 
marriages were already prevalent in 1030 A. D., it can not be 
argued, as is sometimes done, that they came into vogue owinv 
to Mahomedan oppression. We have stated elsewhere tlsW" ' 
they came into vogue owing to people’s desire to prevtlt 
women becoming Buddhist nuns. Buddhism allowed women of 
a grown-up age to become nuns and hence the marriage of 
girls at an early age must have become popular as a precau- 
tion. Buddhism was suppressed towards the end of the 8th or 
9th century A. D. and the custom of child marriage must have 
grown further into popular favour. Whatever the reason, certain 
it is that it was an established custom in the beginning of this 
sub-period and further grew during its course. 

Among the Kshatriyas and the Vai^yas, Sakha and gotra 
lost their importance during this sub-period and the different 
sub-castes counted by names the families or nukhs which 
formed that sub-caste or sub-section and marriage outside the 
the family or clan or nukh and inside the sub-section became 
the rule and continues to be so to this day. ^ This example was'-^ 
followed by all the different sub-sections of Sudras and even the 
outcasts, and throughout the Hindu society marriage became 
restricted not only to the same caste but also to the same sub-caste, 
or sub-section of a sub-caste. Naturally the feeling of solidarity 
in the Hindu society decreased and the Hindus have always 
consequently remained weak as a people. As stated before, it 
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is not possible to give up caste among the Hindus, the division 
being both racial and occupational; but it is possible [and 
advisable to reduce the number of sub-castes, by amalgamating 
their sub-sections vv^hich have come into esistence for fanci- 
ful ideas of purity of blood or other fa,stidious reasons. 

The prohibition of widow remarriage among the Aryan 
castes is an ancient custom among the Hindus, as old as the 
Sutras or perhaps the Vedas : and Al-Beruni says rightly of his 
time that widows could not re-marry ; they might either burn 
themselves on the pyre of their dead husband or lead an ascetic 
life (Sachau Vol. I, p. 155). “ The widows of kings ” he adds 
“are usually burnt unless they are old or have sonsalive. ” 
The new custom of child marriage combined with the ancient 
custom of the prohibition of widow-remarriage led, however, 
in due time to that miserable class of women among high caste 
Hindus called child-widows ; and strangely enough the rule of 
Manu-smriti which provided for the remarriage of girls whose 
husbands died before consummation of marriage was also at 
this time put into abeyance by a Kalivarja provision. We 
will speak of these Kalivarjas later and show that these 
provisions came into being probably during this sub-period 
itself. It passes understanding why the remarriage of child- 
widows was also stopped. 

Al-Beruni states that a Hindu cannot have more than four 
wives. This is indeed strange as we have come across no 
such limit to the number of wives in the law-books nor in 
tradition or history. Kings especially married as many wives 
as they liked 'and Srikrishna had^ 108. Prithviraj too had, 
according to the Easa, more than 8 queens. Al-Beruni, rightly 
however, states that the Hindus have no divorce among them 
which is perhaps a custom which characterizes Hindus only 
and continues to this day undoubtedly to their honour. 

“ The Hindus marry strangers and not relatives ” (Sachau 
Vol. II, p. 155). This refers to their law of marrying outside 
the family but inside the sub-caste as already described. 

Marriage outside and below the caste was, as said above, 
prohibited. ■ But even in the same caste different sections 
g^rose based on purity of blood and Achara or religious conduct 
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and this led during this sub-period to the rise of that strange 
usage called Kulinism in Bengal. The five Brahmin and the 
five Kayastha families which were imported by BallSlasena who 
v/as himself a learned man in the Hindu Dharma Sastra vrero 
directed by him not to mix their blood with the local caste? 
believed to be inferior in purity of blood and Achara. By degrees, 
however, the inferior families were allowed to give their 
daughters to higher family men and these Kulinas married many 
wives for the sake of the dowry they brought. This was allowed 
in the days of Lakshmanasena according to a writer in J. B. 
XXXIV. It is believed by him that 28 generations have passed 
since these families were brought. 

The strangest observation of Al-Beruni in this connection 
is that harlotry is allowed among the Hindus meaning (vide 
Vol. II, p. 185 statement of Khurdadba) probably that fornication 
is not punished. No doubt in all temples there were harlots 
dedicated to the worship of the idols by dancing, especially 
in Siva temples- And kings derived large revenues from the 
temples. But Al-Beruni thought the presence of harlots drew 
people to the temples and thus increased their revenues. Al- 
Beruni is good enough, however, to remark that the Brahmins 
would not allow a single harlot to dance in temples but the 
kings allowed them for revenue to pay the soldiers, an observa- 
tion which, however, is not probably very correct both as regards 
the Brahmins as well as the kings. 

Going on to describe other customs of the Hindus at this 
time we have noticed already the prevalence of the practice of 
Satl, which was then a living institution. Then there was the 
custom of putting an end to one’s life in old age by drowning in 
the river Ganges or other sacred river. We have instances of 
noted kings so destroying themselves, such as Some§vara of 
Kalyan and others. The tree at the confluence of the Ganges and 
the Jumna at Prayag was still famous and is mentioned by Al- 
Beruni, But his statement that “ burning oneself is forbidden 
to Brahmins and Kshatriyas by a special law ; they, therefore, 
drown themselves in the Ganges ” (chap. LXV p. 158 Sachau 
Vol. II) is remarkable. The special law probably refers to the 
Kalivarja provision on the subject viz. 

This rule strictly interpreted would mean that the suicide of 
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old men and others by falling into fire or from precipices was 
prohibited ; and would leave the permission to drown oneself in a 
river intact. Hovv’’ever, as the practice of committing suicide 
by drowning oneself still continued, such interpretation would 
^ be necessary. There is here clear reference in Al-Beruni to a 
Kalivarja provision. 

With regard to dress and ornaments we have to record 
very little, as we have not come across any special remarks 
of Al-Beruni on the subject. As stated in Vol. Ill (p. 187) the 
dress of the people in Sind, the Panjab and the adjoining parts 
of the country must have been composite, with tunic and 
trouser added to the old dress of the Hindus viz. two dhoties. 
The rage of the Hindus for ornaments remained the same as 
before and the ornaments of idols mentioned in the Sasabahu 
temple record (I. A. ZVI) show what ornaments princes and rich 
men used. But there is an interesting description of the dress of 
the v/omen of Kanauj in the following verse of Raja&ekhara in 
‘p his Kavyamimansa : “With ear-rings dancing'on the cheeks and 
^ with the long necklace moving, down to the navel, the dress of 
' the women of Kanauj deserves to be honoured, their upper cloth 
going completely round the waist down to the anklet,'*^ This 
shows that northern women wore two pieces of cloth the upper 
one covering not only the shoulders but also the lower person 
down to the feet. It left the head, however, uncovered as other- 
wise the ear-rings would not be visible and the necklace wag 
put over the uttarlya. The women of the south, including 
Gujarat, at present have no upper cloth ; but their one cloth is 
long enough to serve the purpose of the upper cloth also. The 
custom of covering the face in the north and in Gujarat seems 
to be a later custom arisen in Mahomedan times. We may infer 
that men too all over India wore two pieces of cloth. 

Lastly the food of the people has already been described 
in detail. The Brahmins in the north atei the flesh of certain 
animals only and abstained from wine. In the south Brahmins 
' abstained from both. The Vaisyas followed the Brahmins. 
Indeed Jainism having prospered and Vaisyas being generally 
Jains it may be said that Brahmins followed the Jains and dis- 
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armed their criticism by logically and correctly observing the 
doctrine of Ahimsa. The wave of Ahimsa was on the land in 
this sub-period and beside Jains, Vaishnavas and Lingayats 
became strict vegetarians. This led to the restriction of confining 
food also to each sub-caste. Whereas in former times Brahmins 
hadnoobiectiontodine with-Kshatriyas, Vaisyas and even some 
good Sudras, they now restricted themselves to their own caste, 
nay, even sub-caste, since some Brahriiins still continued to eat 
flesh, as proved by a Kalivaria text. Thus not only intermarriage 
but even interdining ceased during this subperiod among the 
different subsections into which Hindu society was now split up. 

The Kshatriyas also were impressed and sonde of them also 
gave up flesh though at certain times only. There are a few 
Vaishnava Kshatriyas also who do not eat flesh. Nor does it 
appear that they kept up their old reputation of being abstainers 
from wine, at least the reigning kings as Arab writers of the last 
sub-period testified. For Al-Beruni records : “They drink wine 
before having eaten any thing ; then they take their meals” 
(p. 180 Vol. I Sachau). This is observed of Hindus generally ; 
but we must restrict it to Kshatriyas.^ The further remark 
that “ they do not eat their (cows’) meat ” (ditto) is, however, 
applicable to all Hindus. The Hindus had long ago given up 
beef and considered its eating one of the five most heinous sins. 
The slaughter of cows and bull's even for sacrifice had also long 
been given up and in the returning tide of Ahimsa at this time 
this prohibition must have formed one of their most absolute 
tenets as even now it is ; and Hindus and Mahomedans then 
must have been as now at bitter feud on this most tender point. 

The Hindus then as now burnt their dead. The Sutaka was 
duly observed. Al-Beruni mentions even the Sutaka for child- 
birth, 8 days for a Brahmin, 12 for a -Kshatriya, 15 for a Vaisya 
and a month for a Sudra. This appears strange. The four unclean 
days of menstruation of women are also mentioned.' The godana 
or hair-cutting ceremony took place in the third year and the 
perforation of the ear in the 7th or 8th year. The last custom 
distinguished the Hindu from the Mahomedan in particular. 
Al-Beruni also mentions the garbhadhana ceremony ths 
importance of which must have increased when the custom of 
child marriage became predominant. 
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RELIGIOUS DISUNION. 

While in the preceding sub-period, India v/as in the happy 
condition of having one religion viz : Hinduism, except in Sind, 
in this sub-period India drifted back into the unhappy condi- 
tion of professing three religions and having schisms within 
each notably within Hinduism. In addition to Sind, Ghazni, 
Kabul and the Panjab, in this sub-period came under the sway 
of Mahomedanism and Gujarat and Rajputana came under 
the sv/ay of Jainism, though Jainism declined in the south. 
And within Hinduism itself the dissensions among the differ- 
ent philosophies and worships became most acute. The result 
was that India became weak in one essential characteristic 
^at least, of a strong nation viz : unity of religious belief among 
''the people. We will in this chapter describe the spread of Maho- 
medanism in the north-west and the progress of Jainism in the 
west and will also describe the growth of antagonistic schisms 
within Hinduism itself, 

MAHOMEDANISM 

We have already described the founding of the Moslem 
Turkish kingdom at Ghazni and the conquest of Kabul and the 
Panjab by Sabuktagin and Mahmud. As a consequence not 
only ‘’White India’ (to the. west of the Indus consisting of 
Kabul and Zabul) and the Panjab lost their independence 
but most of their population was forcibly converted to Maho- 
medanism. This happened in the beginning of this sub-period 
(975-1025 A. D.). Both Sabuktagin and Mahmud adopted 
.. the policy of forcibly converting the people of the conquered 
; country to Mahomedanism, from motives of political expediency 
/ as well as from religious fanaticism. The opposition of the people 
to such forcible conversion was weak owing to the weakness of 
their Hindu religious feeling, especially to the west of the Indus. 
These people have since then so completely become Mahomedan 
that they have even lost all memory of the fact that they were 
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Hindus only 900 years back, even in the mountainous tract 
of Ghor. Afghans and Pathans have now even come to believe 
that they are the descendants of Semitic peoples come from 
Assyria and Arabia. The people of the Panjab in its western 
portion where they have mostly been converted, however, stilkV 
maintain their old clan names as Rajputs or Jats and continue'^ 
to confine marriage relations to . themselves and to observe 
certain ceremonials of the old Hindu days. Panjab became 
generally Mahomedan by the end of this sub-period (1200), 
Shihabuddin Ghpri having further carried on the work of forcible 
conversion to Mahomedanism though not to a great extent. 
The hilly portion of the Panjab, however, and Kashmir which 
still retained its independence remained Hindu. 

In eastern Panjab even Mahmud, as we have seen, did 
not rigorously carry out the policy of forcible conversion and 
Shihabuddin also did the same. . In the region of the Sarasvatl, 
the Jumna and the Ganges, it was practically abandoned 
and the United Pr. still remain mainly Hindu. The reasons of/^ 
this changed attitude appear to be; first even Mahomedan 
fanatical conquerors get tired of forcibly converting people, 
Secondly, perhaps Mahmud saw the political utility of keeping 
the people divided in religion in provinces remote from the centre. 
Thirdly, Kutubuddin and Altamash were not fanatical Moslems 
and were wise rulers who, like the British, saw the justice and 
even the wisdom of not interfering with the religion of the 
people. Lastly, the people of this region were far more staunch 
Hindus than the people of the Panjab and notably of the 
region beyond the Indus. This region is the birth-place of 
the Brahmanic faith, the home of the Acharyas of Hindu 
philosophy, of Rama and Krishna adored as Avataras of God 
by the Hindus. For these various reasons we think the people 
of this part of the country remained unmolested in their 
religious belief and still continue to be the staunchest orthodox '' 
section of the Hindu population in the whole of India. The 
present Mahomedan population in these parts is not descended 
from converted Hindus, but from those outsider Mahomedans 
who came in as officers during Afghan or Mogul rule at Delhi. 

It is naturally in a minority and hence in the political map 
appended to this volume, this tract' may be taken as Hindu. 
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Lov^er down in Bengal the policy of forcible conversion v»^as» 
it seems, later adopted by Khilii governors and succeeding 
Bengal kings to some extent and hence the Mahomedan 
population in Eastern Bengal predominates. But this happened 
later than our period and hence Bengal may also be 
taken as Hindu in the map above referred to. But though 
thus from the Sutlej to the Brahmaputra and from the 
Himalaya to the Vindhya, the country vms wholly Hindu in the 
beginning of this period and only sparcely Mahomedan at the end 
of it, the unity of religious belief even in this region was marred 
during this sub-period by the progress of J ainism notably in 
Gujarat and Rajputana andof Vaishnavism in Bengal. Curiously 
enough Jainism declined in the south in this sub-period. It 
v;ould be interesting to note this progress of Jainism in one 
part and decline in another and try to explain it as far as can be 
done from the scanty historical evidence available on the subject. 
It will be necessary for this purpose to sketch briefly tbe rise 
I and progress of Jainism up to the beginning of this sub-period. 

JAINISM. 

Jainism is often confounded vv^ifcb Buddhism both by many 
western scholars as also by some Puraiia writers for the simple 
reason that Ahimsa is a common tenet of both and that Jina is a 
name applied both to Mahavira and to Gautama. And even the 
name Buddha can be and is applied to both (e.g. 
meaning avfakened. Jina means conqueror (of the mind) 
and the epithet was originally applied to both these teachers. 
Then again the name Jaina of the followers of Mahavira is 
only a later name, the former name applied to them being 
Higgrantha. Both Mahavira and Gautama were again com 
temporaries. But there is no doubt that Gautama is the later 
of the two. As a protestor against the Vedic religion, Gautama 
Buddha is the last and Mahavira preceded him in time as also 
in thought as we proceed to show. Let us see in what points 
they protested against the Vedic religion. The thinkers of the 
TJpanishadsihad already begun to speculate on the highest meta- 
physical questions and had developed certain philosophic ideas? 
though they continued to stick to their old Vedic religiono 
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That religion including the philosophic thoughts of the Upani- 
shads taught the following namely : — 

1st — The revelation of the Vedas. 

2nd— The worship of the Vedic gods Indra, Varuna etCi 
'd the post-Vedic developments of Vishnu and Siva. 

3rd — Highest efficacy of animal-sacrifices to the Vedic gods, 

4th — The Chaturvarnya theory including the sacerdotal 
sanctity of Brahmins i. e. the priests at the sacrifices. 

5th — The theory of Asramas chiefly of the third for prac- 
tising Tapa and the 4th for attaining Moksha by San^asa or 
renunciation. The Brahmins began to teach that these two 
Asramas were open to Brahmins only. 

6th — The theory of Atman (soul) and the highest Brahman 
or impersonal God or Supreme Soul, and 

7th — The Theory of Karman and transmigration of Atman. 

Already the teachers of the Upanishads had begun to preach 
that animal sacrifices did not lead to the highest goal but were 
lower in merit, though they did not condemn them, and i 
preached that Moksha could be obtained by Sanyasa only. The \ 
Bhagvadgita countenanced both; indeed as an orthodox doc-’ 
trine it did not condemn the views about sacrifices and Sanyasa 
or the Chaturvarnya or the Asrama theory with the allied 
philosophies of Tapa and Sanyasa (Yoga and Sankhya). But it 
preached the new doctrine of Bhakti of Vishnu which would 
take even women and siidras (denied absolution by Brahmins) 
to the highest goal. 

Such was in a nutshell the development of religious 
thought in India till about 1000 B. 0. While the orthodox 
believed in all these tenets, different teachers denied some of 
them and accepted others. The many protestant thinkers who 
arose hereafter are, however, forgotten but the last two Mahavira 
and Gautama were more powerful than the rest and founded 


® Not only Sanyasa but even Tapas was not allowed to the Siidras, though it was for a 
long time allowed to Kshatriyas and Vaisyas. The episode in the Ramayana in which Rama 
is told that a Brahmin chiid died owing to the sin of a Sudra practising penance and Rama 
goes to Dandakaranya to ItilHhat Siidra and when he is kilied the Brahmin child regains 

its life is Illnstrallve o£ this belief that Siidras arc not allowed to perform Tapas much 
more SanySsa. 
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Protestant religions which survive to this day. Both Gautama 
and Maha vira denied the first five items, and accepted the last viz. 
the law of Earman ; but while Mahavlra accepted also the two 
A-Sramas of Tapas and Sanyasa, Gautama went beyond him and 
denied Tapas and only stuck to Sanyasa. Naturally he was 
heard with greater zest, especially as he admitted all^ people 
whether Aryans or non-Aryans (the Traivarnikas and Sudras), 
whether male or female, to his order 'of Sanyasa and did not 
I'ecognise Tapas or self-mortification at all. Tliere was no God 
Qor Atman ; at least, Buddha asked his followers not to think 
ibout them. He, however, laid the greatest stress on a moral 
dfe for a layman and on renunciation in addition for a monk. 
Mahavlra was behind him, so to speak, in protest and 
believed in self-mortification such as fast etc., and insisted on 
absolute renunciation including the abandoning of clothes for 
monks. He too laid the highest stress on a moral life for las''- 
men. Both, of course, supported the Yoga and Sankhya philo- 
sophies but absolutely denied the Vedas and the Brahmins. 

Naturally Buddhism, as the latest and the greatest protest 
against Brahminism succeeded more than Jainism. Moreover, 
it seems to us that while Buddha preached to the common peo- 
ple in their language, Mahavlra did not, and the Buddhist 
canon was soon evolved in Pali while the Jain canon remained 
unwritten for a long time. The Buddhist monk life again 
was easy, while Mahavlra insisting on nudity and self-morti- 
fication, Jain asceticism was more difficult to practise. And 
finally, Buddhism received immense impetus from the two 
imperial followers, Asoka and Kanishka. Buddliism, therefore, 
became the predominant religion, especially in Northern India, 
for many centuries while Jainism remained in a minority. In 
the religious map of India we have prepared from the detailed 
account of the travels of Hiuen Tsang and which we have 
appended to the first volume, it will be seen that in some parts 
such as Kapisa, Sind, Magadha and Malwa, Buddhism was 
predominant while it shared the inhabitants equally through- 
out almost the whole of India. Jainism appears only in isola- 
ted places and in a minority i. e. in Bihar, in Orissa or Kalinga, 
in Chola and in Karnatak in the 7th century A. ,D. Later when 
Kuraarila and Sankara made the final attack on Buddhism, 
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Jainism, as an unimportant opponent, was not ohiefly noticed 
and went on, while Buddhism was rigorously attacked and 
finally supplanted. It must be remembered, however, that in 
intellectuality Jainism was never inferior to Buddhism, for we 
find Jainism, as a separate philosophy, is tried to be refuted in 
the Brahma-sutras of Badarayana. Indeed we think that the 
Jains from the very beginning were posted in all the necessary - 
Sastras, logic and grammar especially, and their proficiency 
in astrology and medicine always attracted the respect of the 
common people. It seems that intellectual Brahmins also 
joined the ranks of Jains as of Buddhists from time to time 
owing to conviction as well as for honour and contributed to 
the maintenance of the reputation of the Jains for learning. 

Like Buddhism, in fact like every other religion, Jainism 
was early divided into two sects. While the Digambaras in- 
sisted on nudity for monks, the Svetambaras allowed them 
M'hite clothes (two in number). The Jains who went to and 
preached in the south were of the Digambara sect, the Svetam- ^ 
baras in southern India being mostly traders come in recent / 
times from Gujarat or Rajpntana. The first great teacher 
who went into the southern country was Bhadrabahu who 
is said to have gone from Ujjain during a famine and went 
with many followers as far as Sravana Belgola in Mysore terri- 
tory. There must be others who went from Bihar via Kalinga 
along the eastern coast. It is thus we find the Jain religion 
established in Andhra, in Tamil land and in Karnataka, though 
not in Maharashtra, from early centuries of the Christian era 
down to the days of Hiuen Tsang and later. The Jain ascetics 
being learned men took up the three vernacular languages of 
the three countries and produced the first literature in them viz., 
in Tamil, Kanarese and Telugu, and for this reason they suc- 
ceeded in impressing the common people in these lands. There 
were thus and there still are Jains among the common people 
in these provinces while there are very few in Northern India 
among the illiterate masses. 

The Jain pandits first used Sanskrit words in their un- 
changed or Tatsama forms in vernacular writing, and thus 
embellished Tamil, Kanarese and Andhra literatures. They did 
not use the modulated Prakrit forms like the Buddhists ; 
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and thus added beauty to their vernacular writings. They 
also wrote the grammars of those local vernaculars in Sanskrit. 
They again appear to have started schools for children ; a;? 
strangely enough we find in Andhra, Tamil and Karnataka and 
even in I^raharashtra that the fir.'^t sentence taught to children 
in writing varnamala is still the Jain salutation “Om Namah 
Siddham”. The Tclugu people use the formula “Om Kamah 
Sivaya, Siddham Namah” (Andhra-Karnatal: Jainism p. G4. 
Studies in South Indian Jainism by Ramasvamy Ayyangar, 
A. The latter portion is said by him to be Buddhist; but it 
seems also to bo Jain). “The first part has bren added subse- 
quently by Saivas in the south to obliterate the influence of 
Jains, and when the Saivas thonwelvcs started Matams 
and Pathasalas or primary schools in villages and towns.” “In 
Ealinga or Ooriya the formula is “ Siddhirastu " which is 
clearly Jain” (ditto). In Maharashtra “Sri Ganek'ya Namah” 
is added to “Om Namah Siddham These relics show that 
formerly Jain ascetics took a great share in teaching children 
in the southern countries. 

The Jains also exerted their best to secure influence at the 
several Hindu courts in the south. In the Tamil land, the 
Pandyas and Cholas made donations to Jain gurus, and Jain 
temples and monasteries were built near Madura, the capital of 
the Pandyas, even in the early centuries of the Christian 
era. In Gangavadi in Mysore territory, the Ganges appear to 
have specially patronised the Jains and probably they were 
themselves Jains. Samantabhadra was a groat Digambara 
Jain teacher who according to Sravana Belgoln Inscription 
Ho. 44 “beat the drum” (literally and invited opponents to 
refute him) at Pataliputra, in Malwa, in Sind, in Thakka 
country (the Panjab) and then came to Kanchl in the south and 
thence came to KarnStaka. “He wms followed by Sinhanandi 
who founded, it is believed, the Gangavadi state.” Samanta- 
bhadra is tho author of the important Jain work “Apta 
Mimansa ” the most authoritative exposition of the Syudvada 
doctrine. Pujyapada was another learned Jain who is tho 
author of the Jain Sanskrit grammar “ Jinendrn Vyakarana ", 
Akalanka is said to have confuted the Buddhists at the court 
of Hima^Itala in Eanchl and thereby procured the expulsion 
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of Buddhists from South India” (p. 33 ditto). Thus the Jains 
both by their learning and asceticism secured favour in the 
courts'^of the several kingdoms in the south and many kings 
gave them inam villages as also built temples and carved 
colossal images of Jina. It may be noted that both Buddhism 
and Jainism while they denied God and idol-worship eventu- 
ally drifted into the worship of Buddha and Jina as God and 
built temples with their images (though it must be conceded 
that certain Jain sects do not believe in images or worship 
any forms). The Jains erected statues to their Tirthankaras 
and worshipped them in large temples. “This method of worship 
was highly impressive and attractive and it was imitated by 
the Hindus ” (p. 77 ditto). The result was that stupendous 
Hindu temples arose in the south under different kingly dyna- 
sties as has also been related in Vols. I and II. In fact we have 
always held that idol-worship among the Hindus, though not 
originated by the Buddhists and the Jains, has been greatly 
fostered by their example. 

Having so far cursorily described the progress of Jainism 
we will now go on to describe its decline and even fall in 
the south during the sub-period treated of in this volume, 
chiefly by the aid of the above mentioned treatise by Mr. 
Eamaswamy Ayyangar. The opposition came from the revival 
of Saivism and its powerful preachers. “If Sambandar 
(a Saiva saint) brought about the downfall of Jainism in the 
Pandya kingdom, Appar drove the Jains out from the Pallava 
country” (p. 66). This was in the beginning of the 8th 
century ; but the Cholas v/ho came to power at the end of the 10th 
century were devout devotees of Siva and persecuted the Jains 
more cruelly than the previous rulers. We have already seen 
that one Chola king is said to have died because of the curse 
of the persecuted Jains. It need not, therefore, be doubted that 
the Cholas did use their political power for the suppression of 
Jainism. In the great temple built at Madura by Eajaraja Chola, 
he placed the statues of the 63 Nayanars or Saiva saints of the 
Tamil land for worship : but “in the frescoes on the walls of the 
Mantapam of the Golden Lily tank of the temple of MlnakshI 
at Madura are paintings of the bloody episodes in the bitter 
• struggles between Jainism and Hinduism. ” (p. 79). . 
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burning from Tamil land, to Karnataka i. e. the Southern 
Maratha country and Mysore, we find that the early Chalu- 
kyas, in the former, though staunch Hindus themselves, 
patronised Jains and made grants to Jain temples and sadhus. 
Under the Rashtrakutas in the second sub-period of our history 
(800-1000) Jainism prospered and as stated in Vol. II (p. 203) 
even some Rashtrakuta kings became devotees of Jain saints 
and Jainism spread even among the cultivating population of 
the Southern Maratha country, the Vaisyas being generally 
admirers of Ahimsa here as elsewhere and therefore usually Jains. 
The Ganga kings in Mysore were themselves J ains ; and the last 
representative of the Rashtrakuta line Indra IV being a son of 
Krishna III by a Western Ganga princess was a devout Jain. 
When the later Chalukyas overthrew the last Rashtrakuta 
king Kakkala, Indra IV tried to set up the Rashtrakuta power 
but failed and as a devout Jain killed himself by Sallekhana, a 
Jain vow (Vol. II p. 151). In Malkhed, we found in the fort the 
remains of a Jain sanctuary (Vol. II p. 354) and in the town 
itself, there is a Jain Basti. It seems, therefore, clear that 
Jainism progressed in the Southern Maratha country at the end 
of the 10 th century. But the later Western Chalukyas who 
came to power in this sub-period (1000-1200), Tailpa and others, 
were devout Saivites and persecuted Jainism. “ If the tradi- 
tions of the country are to be believed, Jain statues and idols 
in the Basils were thrown away and the Pauranic gods were 
substituted.” (p. 112). Mr. Ramaswamy wrongly considers the 
rule of the later Chalukyas as short-lived. It was not over- 
thrown by the Kalachuris in 1126 but in 1159 A. D., and 
Kalachuri rule was itself short-lived. It is, however, probable 
that the Kalachuri usurpation was a religious movement, 

Vijjana Kalachuri being a Jain, But Vijiana and the Kala- 

* 

churi rule fell soon before the returning tide of Saivism, as we 
will shortly describe, in a new form viz. the Lingayat schism. 

In Karnataka proper beyond the Tungabhadra, the Gangas 
ruled for a long time and they were followers of Jain saints. 
The Gangas were overthrown by the Cholas of Tanjore in 
about 1004 A. D. ; but gradually the Hoysalas established 
their power in Gangavadi. They were in the beginning 
followers of Jainism but the famous Vishnuvardhana was 
52 
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converted to Vaishnavism by Bamanuja and Vaisbnavism bas 
since then been firmly established in Mysore territory. “Loosing 
support of the kingly family in Mysore, persecuted by the Cho- 
las in Tamil land and displaced by tbe Lingayats in Southern 
Maratha country, Jainism naturally succumbed in .southern 
India finally. Though a respectable number still- followed the 
faitb, they no longer^obtained political influence from popularity 
either among the people or with the princes. 

It remains to describe how Jainism declined in Andhra 
where it had been established since the days of Kharavela 
when Ligambara Jains came to it from Bihar directly. From 
the monogram by B. Sesliagiri Rao attached to the above- 
mentioned treatise, it appears that local tradition and Kaifiyats 
show that Jainism was overthrown by. the rising power of 
Saivism there also, Andhra Rajputs, Pusapatis and others, 
stood for the Vaidic religion. The Eastern Chalukyas later 
patronised Saiva poets one of whom Rannaya translated the 
Mahabharata into Telugu and added support and strength to 
Saivism. This Saiva revival was further strengthened under 
the Eastern Ganges who were Saivas in the beginning. The 
Kakatiyas of Warangal were also Saivas and persecuted the 
Jains more rigorously. Lastly “the worsting [of the Jains by 
Ganapatideva of Warangal when they were defeated in disputa- 
tion with Tikkana, author of the Telugu Mahabharata (?) is 
more famous and is described in a poem in the Oriental 
' Manuscripts Library in the Madras Museum” (p, 28 ditto). 

Such is the history in substance of the decline and fall of 
Jainism in southern India during this period and the fall may 
be attributed chiefly to ' the revival of the popularity of Siva 
worship. We need not recount the many stories of miracles 
wrought by Saiva saints or of victories of Jain disp utants and 
of the Yogic powers of both, Yoga being taken up and lauded to 
the skies by both religions; nor need we detail the stories of how 
the Jains were persecuted and even impaled by Chola intolerant 
kings who gave up the traditional toleration of Hindu mo- 
narchs. But we proceed to describelhow Jainism while it decayed 
in the south prospered and progressed in the west in this very 
pub-period. 
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We have said in Vol. II that Jainism was not in ascen- 
dancy in Gujarat and Eajputana during- the previous sub-period 
(800-1000) and we may place its progress there in this sub- 
period. Why this Ahimsfi religion progressed at this time under 
< the rule of Saivite Rajput kings with all their pride of arms and 
•r’leir trade of killing is really a wonder. And yet in all Rajput 
i) >'ates, in Sambhar and Mewad, in Mahva and Gujarat, Jainism 
made progress at this time, the rulers being all worshippers of 
Siva, in fact as staunch Saivitos as the Rshatriya rulers of 
southern India. There was no doubt the returning tide of the 
Buddhistic or Jain feeling of respect for non-slaughter. From 
the Upanishadic times, the Hindus have alternately been 
sw’ayed by this regard for Ahimsa and have alternately given 
up their adherence to Vedic animal sacrifice. The revival of 
Hinduism or rather Vedic-Aryanism under Kumarila and 
Sankara had subsided and the tide of Buddhist Ahimsa feeling 
was no doubt returning. But while it did not assist Jainism 
••^in the south for reasons which we will presently explain, it led 
’ jn Jainism to popularity in Gujarat, Malwa and Rajputana. 
We believe in the powerful influence of personalities and wo 
attribute the progress of Jainism in the western parts of the 
country in this sub-period to the influence of the great Jain 
pandit Hemachandra. 

The story of the life of this great Jain teacher is not obscure 
as that of Kumarila or Sankara; for he is associated with 
the reigns of two great kings of Gujarat, Jayasinha Siddharaja 
and Kumarapala. It does not, how'ever, appear (as we once 
thought) that he was a southern Jain or ho received his inspira- 
tion from the south. Indeed the Jain teachers of the south 
were all Digambaras, who, it may be admitted, carry the doc- 
trine of renunciation to all its logical demands. The Jains of 
Gujarat and Rajputana were and are mostly Svetambaras who 
allow two white clothes to their Munis; and Hemachandra was 
/ ,a Svetambara both as student and teacher. He was born in 
I'l a Jain Vaisya family in Gujrarat and was given in early life by 
his mother to her Jain teacher who saw his great intelligence 
and his future promise. He became an Acharya and came to 
Anhilwad as the head of its Jain sanctuary. His birth is placed 
in 1084 A. D. and death n 1168 A. P. at the age of 84. He 
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signalised himself by his great works viz. his Sanskrit and 
Prakrit grammar, his Eavya DvyaSraya wherein the history of 
the Chalukyas of Gujarat themselves is told and illustrations of 
his grammatical rules are also given and his DeSi Namamala or 
dictionary of De^i or local (not Sanskrit) words. It is said that 
he was once taunted by a Hindu pandit that after all he used 
the grammar of a Hindu (Panini). He thereupon composed an 
exhaustive grammar of Sanskrit and Prakrit himself. The gram- 
matical treatise was taken in a great procession laid on the 
temples of an elephant on which the author was himself seated 
and was deposited in the royal treasury. It was dedicated to 
Jayasinha Siddharaja and hence named Siddha Hema. Hema- 
chandra does not appear to have travelled through India, but his 
influence on Eumarapala was so preponderant that he procured 
several privileges for Jains from him and had animal slaughter 
prohibited on certain days sacred to the Jains. The prepon- 
derance of Jainism in Gujarat may be dated from his time, at 
least, the great respect which is paid to the doctrine of Ahimsa 
in that land. 

In the Chauhan country also and as far north as the Sutlej 
Jainism seems to have spread during this period, so much so 
that almost all Vai^yas in Marwar may be said to have 
accepted Jainism. And -these merchants of Marwar have 
carried Jainism to the farthest parts of India by their 
sojourn therein for trade. In Malwa and Mewad too, under 
later kings though they themselves remained staunch Saivites. 
Jainism seems to have come into favour at this time. 
Examples of kings who favoured the Jains have been recorded 
in the several chapters of this history and it is not necessary 
to mention them here again. 

NEW VATSHNAVISM. 

In the rest of Northern India we do not find Jainism much 
in favour with the princes or the people though Jain Vai^yas 
were to be found all over the country. Neither under Gahada- 
valas, nor under Palas or Senas, do we find Jainism much in 

** Jains represent that KuctnarapHla was converted to Jainism in old age by Hema- 
Chandra and the date assigned is St. 1216 or 11I>9 A, U. But this does not appear probable 
forjeasons given in chapter 7 Book VII. 
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favour. But though Jainism did not prospsr in the middle nor 
in the east of Northern India, the revival of the feeling of Ahimsu. 
was not less strong there than in the west in this sub-period. We 
have seen that the religion of Buddha received fresh inspira- 
tion in Magadha from new teachers and some learned Buddhists 
v/ent as usual on a preaching mission into Tibet and reformed 
that religion of peace in Tibet (p. 225). But more marked 
than this was the revival of Ahimsa doctrine in the appearance 
of new Vaishnavism. This new Vaishnavism appeared in 
Bengal at this time w’ith the same intense regard for Abimsn as 
was exhibited by Jainism and Buddhism. Indeed new Vai- 
shnavism may be looked upon as Jainism tacked on to the 
old worship of Srikrishna, as Christianity may be described as 
Buddhism tacked on to Judaism. Buddhism was dead in India 
at this time except in Magadha. Buddha had been changed 
into an Avatara of Vishnu and Buddhists had generally turned 
into Vaishnavas. Naturally the respect for Ahimsa came back 
with the force of a returning tide ; and Vaishnavism took 
up Ahimsa as it had never done before. The Bhagavadgita, 
no doubt, preached Ahimsa long before' the rise of Buddha 
himself but the Ahimsa of the Bhagavatas v.'as reconciled as 
evidenced by the Mahabharata with Vedic religion of animal 
sacrifice by the doctrine that slaughter in Vedic sacrifices was 
no slaughter. But the slaughter of animals in propitiation 
of the Deity was plainly indefensible and was always the 
weak point of the Vedic religion as of Judaism and both 
Jains and Buddhists assailed it with success on this point 
and their preachers generally scored victory over Hindu or 
Vedic opponents. New Vaishnavism, by taking up the 
doctrine of Ahimsa more rigidly than before, disarmed the 
Jains and thus succeeded in appealing to the common people 
by returning to their old god Vishnu in the form of Srikrishna 
and by stopping Vedic sacrifices with animal slaughter. This 
new Vaishnavism not only stopped animal sacrifices but 
further adopted the Jain doctrine of abstaining from meat diet. 
From the Indus to the Brahmaputra this new Vaishnavism 
became predominant at this time (1000-1200) and animal 
slaughter and animal food was renounced by Vaishnavas. 
Even now in the Panjab Vaishnava food meansimeatless food. 
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It does not appear that this new Vaishnavism came from 
the south or was due to the teaching of the Vaishnava Bhaga- 
vata Purana. Nor was its rise due to the teaching of Sankara 
who was a thorough supporter of the Vedio ritual. Whatever 
the influencing cause in ITorthern India, it was certainly not 
the Bhagavata Purana, the date of which, we have elsewhere 
shown, could not be earlier than the tenth century A. D. 
And we find in Kashmir history king Avantivarman { 855-884 ) 
a thorough Vaishnava of the new type, prohibiting totally the 
slaughter of animals in the kingdom of Kashmir (see Vol. I 
p. 221) as in the old days of Meghavahana. The Buddhist love for 
Ahimsa returned again in the ninth century and Avantivarman 
used his political power for establishing Ahimsa, being himself 
a devout Vaishnava. The imperial Pratihara Bhoja was a 
Parama Vaishnava (Vol- II p. 109) as also his grandson, though 
we are not quite sure if they were of the type of Avantivarman 
i. e. total abstainer from animal food and prohibitors of animal 
slaughter. The Gahadavalas were worshippers of Lakshml 
or Sri who is invoked in their inscriptions in the beginning 
and also of Damodara. They were practically Smartas as 
they are described in inscriptions as Mahe^varas but they are 
also always described as worshipping Vasudeva at the time of 
making land grants. In Magadba, the Palas were Buddhists and 
therefore thorough supporters of the doctrine of Ahimsa. 
but even there we find a queen hearing the whole Mahabharata 
recited to her. In Eastern Bengal the Senas were in the beginning 
devotees of Siva but Lakshmanasena, their most noted king, 
became a Parama Vaishnava and he must be taken to be a 
perfect supporter of the doctrine of Ahimsa, He himself must 
have abstained from flesh, though we have no evidence to 
hold that he prohibited animal slaugher in his kingdom. His 
Vaishnavism appears to have come from Jagannatha in Orissa 
where the new Vaishnavism became dominant at this time 
for reasons we shall sketch later on. Thus in Northern India 
at this time. Jainism in the west and Vaishnavism in the 
north and east became predominant with their doctrine of 
Ahimsa as their prominent tenet. 

But though this new Vaishnavism and Jainism were at 
one on the doctrine of Ahimsa, they unfortunately differed 
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most strongly on the question of asceticism. The Hindu world 
has also swung alternately between asceticism and epicuri- 
anism, the philosophy of self-mortification and that of self- 
indulgence. Srlkrishna’s life practically preached the doctrine 
of the enjoyment of world's blessings, though he always preached 
the value of the golden moan. His worship, however, soon 
drifted into what may be called for want of a better w'brd, 
Epicurianism which appeared in Bengal and in Mid-India at 
this time and soon became popular. While therefore, the new 
"^'aishnavism taught Ahirasa like Jainism, unlike Jainism it 
taught the enjoyment of worldly blessings. The swing went 
naturally to the other extrem.e point of the swing like a 
pendulum and licentiousness became the leading feature of 
this new aishnavism. The cult of Radha worship does not 
appear to have yet arisen ; for Eadha is not mentioned even 
in the Bhagavata. But the amours of Krishna with the Gopis had 
become the leading doctrine of the "Vaishnavas at this time; for 
even the Bhagavata the chief new Purana teaching the "^^aishnava 
cult, could not but depict these amours in their objectionable 
character, concealed in later times under the allegorical 
cloak of Vedanta. For in the Bhagavata, a direct question is 
asked by Parlkshit as to whether these immoral deeds of the 
great are an example to be followed by ordinary beings. Suka 
does not say in reply in the Bhagavata that these v'ere mere 
allegories embodying the yearning of the human soul for the 
Supreme Soul ; but straightly answers that the teachings and 
not the actions of great men are to be followed. The Bhaga- 
vata, therefore, plainly held these amours to be not only 
historical, but also unworthy of being imitated. The Radha 
cult w’as, how'ever, a natural outcome of this belief in the 
amours of Srlkrishna, as the human mind can not be satisfied 
without assiging one woman as the object of greatest love and 
w'e find Gitagovinda of Jayadeva, a court-poet of Lakshmana- 
sena, describing at this time in most enchanting tones the 
amours of Krishna and Radha who is still an adulteress. 

We are not concerned here with the further development 
of the Radha cult wherein she becomes a wife of Krishna ; as 
this belongs to a period later than 1200 A. D. In the days of 
Lakshmanasena this Radha cult was just rising and probably 
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the Vaishnavism which came to 'Bengal in his days from 
Orissa was without RSdha. But that it was full of lascivious 
teaching can not be denied. As we have said above, the Hindu 
mind had swung at this time towards Epicurianism from ' 
asceticism and the extreme prosperity of the Hindu kingdoms at 
this time tended in the same directions and we have already 
adverted to the popularity of the Alamkara Sastra at thit time. 
This is a question which has to be carefully sifted yet ; but we 
have no doubt that the Vaishnavism. of Bengal and Orissa of 
this time fully countenanced the legends of the amours of 
Srikrishna and the Gopis, and in general placed enjoyment above 
asceticism.* Though Vallabha and Chaitanya had still to 
come and to debase or refine this amorous aspect, the seed was 
sown at this time. This epicurian aspect of Vaishnavism 
coupled with its Ahimsa must have appealed more to the 
people than Jainism and thus prevented the Spread of the latter 
in Northern India. 

New Vaishnavism also appeared in the South at this time ; 
but it was devoid of this debased feature. It took up of course 
Ahimsa and disarmed" Jain criticism. It, however, supported 
asceticism. It further accepted the revelation of the Vedas and 
the priesthood of the Brahmins and the Varhasramdharma 
and thus appealed to the orthodox sentiment of the people. It 
also opposed the philosophy of Sankara which left little room 
for the practice of devotion which was a dominant doctrine of 
Vaishnavism from of old and for this purpose had to put a new in- 
terpretation on the Upanishads.the Bhagvadgita and the Brahma- 
sutras, the sacred philosophical books, so to speak, of the ortho, 
dox. A new powerful Vaishnava teacher arose at this time in 
the South. The Tamil land always was, even according to 
the Bhagavata Purana, the stronghold of Vaishnavism and 
Vaishnava saints or Alavars sang the praises of Vishnu there 
from of old as the Saivite saints the Nayanars sang the praises 
of Siva, But Vaishnavism had to be supported by a new philo- ' 
sophy opposing that of Sankara and Ramanuja came forward 
at this time to do that work. His life is well-known and is 
well°given in Dr. B handarkar’s “Vaishnavism”. He was' 

fifiores sculptured on the temple of Jagannnfh bum bv Chodaganga at 
this time (1150 A. D.) can have no other explanation. 
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born in 1017 A. D. and he first strdicd under an Advaitn. 

( Sankara ) philosopher, Yadavaprakashn, at Kanchl. Boiufr 
dissatisfied x^-ith his tcachincr, ho applied himself to ilic study 
of the Prabandhas oi the Ala viirs and “ drank in their spirit of 
devotion.” He succeeded YSmunacharya as a Vaishnax'a toach- 
er at Srirangam near Trichinopoly and did his life’s work 
there by xvriting his EhSshyas on the three sacred books above 
mentioned. The Chola kings of his time were Saivos and they 
wanted him to renounce Vaishnavi'^m. PIr thereupon tool: 
refuge vrith the Hoysala king Vishnuvardhana in Mysore 
who was inclined towards Jainism (1096 A. D.) and converted 
him to his faith. 

The teachings of- Ramanuja spread in the south and in later 
centuries were taken to the north by his future follower RSma- 
nanda. “His A'aishnavism is that of the old Panchnratra system 
combined with the Narayana and Vishnu elements. The most 
, prominent name of God with him is Hurayana and the name 
Gopala Krishna is conspicuous by its absence (p. 57)”. Rama- 
nuja’s system is free from the debased cult of Radha. He 
takes up no doubt the Bhakti doctrine of the Bhagavadglta 
but 't is reduced to the form of a continuous meditation on the 
Su- romcSoul. He has given a Brahmanical form to the traditional 
doctrine of devotion wherein Sudras-are not regarded as capable 
of attaining highest Moksha. But in the later school of Rama- 
nuja from Ramananda, the Sudras asserted themselves (ditto). 
Thus though Ramanuja stuck to the orthodox doctrine about 
the sanctity of the Brahmins, his northern school gave it up 
and removed its objcctionabloness on the ground of caste, though 
it did not give up Varna altogether. 

NEW OR YlEA SAIVISM. 

While this new Vaishnavism in different forms was thus 
developing in opposition to Saivisra in the east and the south 
i, e. in Andhra and Tamil land, Saivism was again asserting 
itself in Karnataka in the rise of the Lingayat schism at this 
very time. It was in fact a strenuous re-assertion against 
Jainism which for a few years suddenly strove to obtain mastery 
over it in northern Karnataka under the Kalachuri usurpation, 
a frantic effort so to speak by Saivism to regain its lost ground. 
53 
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Before we give the history of this neo-Saivism, v'e must give a i 
short summary of the history of Saivismjitself from the beginning 
as we gave the summary of the history of Jainism which it 
supplanted, in order that the Lingayat schism may be 
properly understood, 

Saivism is no doubt as old as the Vedas, Rudra being 

praised even by Rigvedic Rishis both in his terrible as well as 

his gracious form as Siva. When the Vedic philosophers 

developed the idea of a supreme God of which all other gods 

were manifestations, and when the thinkers of Upanishad days 

evolved the Para Brahman doctrine, there was a division among 

the Vedic worshippers. Some raised Vishnu to this highest 

position while others adopted Siva as the highest God, though 

the predominant opinion seems to be in favour of Vishnu. 

(See STurl^qRraw Ait. Ar.). The identification of Siva 

with the Para Brahman appears to be a later idea, as it is not to 

be found in the oldest ten Upanishads but is to be found ^ 

distinctly first in the later Svetasvatara. This difference of 

opinion was bound to arise since, as stated before, every religion 

in its growth splits itself into two stems ( like a tree ), these 

again giving rise to several branches, Vedic Aryan religion 

thus in the post-Vedio period divided itself into Vaishnavism 

and Saivism. Saivism appears to have, however, become the 

religion of the commonalty as the common people are more 

afraid of ghosts and demons, as also of the terrific aspects of 

nature ; and Rudra Siva was early considered to be the god of 

demons and of diseases. Moreover, the phallic worship of the 

' aboriginal people, to which there are plain allusions in the 

Vedas, was identified with Rudra worship in the post-Vedic 

period at a very early date; much earlier than Dr. R. G. Bhandar- 

kar is disposed to assign to it ( p, il5 ). For non-mention', as 

we have often insisted, is not conclusive proof and because 

* 

Patanjali refers to images of Siva and not to the Linga form, or ' 
because the coins of Wema Kadphises give on the obverse the 
human figure of Siva, it cannot follow that Linga worship^ was 
not known in their days. The plain reference to linga worship • 
as the worship of Siva in the Mahabharata shows that it was 
already orthodox about 300 B. 0. Of course, Siva was then as 
now worshipped in both forms namely a human form with five 
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heads and the Linga form. But the Linga worship became 
popular especially as it soon assumed a highly philosophical or 
esoteric meaning in Vnicli its original idea was entirely lost. 
Even now Linga worship is nowhere associated v.'ith any 
obscene idea. This esoteric blending of Aryan and Non-Aryan 
worship made it the worship of the common people at a very 
early period. 

$ 

Saivism like Vaisbnavism also early developed its own 
separate philosophy and the Pasupata philosophy is referred to 
in the Mahabharata along with Pancharatra and Sankhya, 
Yoga and Vedanta. ( Indeed knovdedge is therein said to be 
five-fold as above ). The Vedanta Sutras of Badarayana ( 150 
B.C.) also refute both the Pancharatra and the Pasupata tenets. 
What these doctrines v/ere we are not able to find at first hand. 
They are quoted by Sankara in his Bhashya or given by 
Madhava in his Sarvadarshanasangraba. There are many 
> Saiva Agamas but they are of recent date. All Saiva sects 
believed strongly in asceticism and Hiuen Tsang speaks of 
Saiva monks residing in Siva temples. These appear mostly 
to be foliow^ers of the Agama of Lakulisa,''a famous Saiva philo- 
sosher probably of the sixth century, who arose in Gujarat ( at 
Kayavatara Tirtha in Broach District ). They are described 
minutely even in inscriptions as well of this sub-period as of 
the previous sub-period. Their names end usually in Siva or 
in Basi ( e. g. Harita-rasi, the guru of Bappa Eawal ). They 
had also an apostolic succession and in one inscription the 
saintly line is described v/ith* as great fulness as the kingly 
line. But the questions vital to our inquiry remain unsolved. 
We do not know whether these ascetics v/ere Brahmins only or 
belonged to all castes, whether the Lakullsa Agama accepted 
the sanctity of Vedic sacrifices with animal slaughter and 
whether it prohibited animal food. The Sivatantrika works 
have to be studied carefully for the elucidation of these points 
and with our limited knowledge of them it is difficult to express 
a definite opinion. No work of Lankullsa himself has yet been 
found.* But it is very probable that the different Saiva sects 
allowed all castes to become ascetics of their order and for them 


" 1 h? Pgnchadty.-'.yj of LakruEsa is not yet found though references to it’are-numerous. 
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at least they prohibited animal food. But for lay devotees, it 
does not seem that Saivism insisted on vegetable food as 
Vaishnavism did and it is for this reason that Saivism was the 
general religion of the common people and especially of all 
heroic Eajput families which came to the front in the seventh 
and eighth centuries by opposing the onward rush of the ) 
Mahomedans. The great deeds of Bappa Rawal in this connec- 
tion were inspired by his saintly guru Haritarasi. The other 
Rajput kingly families also, as we have seen, were followers of 
Saivism during the past sub-period and even in this sub-period 
with a few exceptions. Such was the religious condition of 
the country generally and of Kuntala especially under the 
later Chalukyas who were staunch Saivites, when Jainism 
suddenly made headway under the Kalachuri usurpation. 

Though the accounts of the Jains and of the Lingayats as 
given in their Basava Purana differ, certain central facts are 
common to both. Basava the founder of the Lingayat sect was 
a Brahmin who was for some time even minister to Vijjana, / 
the Kalachuri commander-in chief of the Chalukyas who had 
just usurped their power. Basava appears to us to be himself a 
great reformer and thinker and we differ, with due ' deference, 
from the view of Dr. R. G. Bhandarkar that Basava was 
“ merely a strenuous supporter of an existing sect ” called 
Aradhya. Basava’s doctrines are so distinct and novel that he 
must be considered the founder of a new sect. The Basava 
Purana in effect expresses this view when it represents that 
Basava was ah Avatara of Randi sent by Siva to establish 
Siva worship which according to Rarada had disappeared from 
the land. He may have taken some tenets from an older sect 
called Aradhya ; but he certainly gave it a new and a distinct 
turn. His maternal uncle Baladeva was the minister of the king 
before him and he himself became minister after his uncle’s 
death. It is said that his sister was married to the king while ' 
the Jains represent her to be a mistress of the king. It seems 
that the latter is a misrepresentation ; and it is probable that 
Basava, not being a believer in the caste system, must have 
had no objection to this Pratiloma marriage. This itself shows 
that Basava made a most pronounced departure from old 
practice, Basava and the, king who was a Jain must both have 
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had a contempt for the caste system believed in the 
orthodox ; but their religions differed on other-most vital points 
and naturally broug'al them into violent conflict. Basava spent 
large sums from the treasury on Jangamas or Lingayat 
religious men. The king thereon denounced Basava Vvdio fled. 
There are discrepant accounts as to what happened thereafter. 
But certain it is that Vijiana was assassinated by a Jangama 
( 1167 A. D. ). Thus began the feud between the Jains and the 
Lingayats. The Kalachuri usurpation was short-lived being 
supplanted by the Chfilukya Somesvara, the rightful king in 
1182 A. D. But the Lingayat sect spread in Kuntala or 
Southern Maratha country rapidly and finally almost drove 
Jainism out of the Karnataka country. 

IVe must advert here to the peculiar doctrines of this new 
Vira Saiva or valiant Saivite sect which enabled it to drive 
out Jainism. In the first place Basava adopted Ahimsa as his 
main doctrine and thus satisfied the popular trend of opinion 
which was now entirely in favour of nonslaughter, and removed 
one vulnerable tenet of Hinduism v/hich Jains successfully 
attacked. He also denied the Varnasrama Dharma, another 
vulnerable point of Hinduism. He denied that Brahmins had 
any special sanctity and affirmed that every one was entitled 
to attain the highest goal. The Vaishnavas of the South could 
not give up the ancient varna system of the Hindus and- stuck 
to it. But Basava boldly came forward to abandon caste and 
in his days intermixture between Brahmins and oven Chandalas 
took place. He even denied Sanyasa and Tapa and thus going 
beyond the Jains scored a point over them and every one, he 
preached, must live by his own toil and never beg, not even the 
Jangamas, their priests. Basava is thus almost the first Indian 
thinker Vv^ho preached the dignity of labour and stopped all 
beggary. He alone preached that only Kayaka ( work ) led to 
' Kailasa. He insisted on a strictly moral life for all men with 
perhaps greater success than Jainism and Buddhism ; for the 
Lingayats as a community eschew all frivolity and generally 
lead a highly moral life. Lastly, he stuck to the old Linga 
worship of the common people and did not thus disturb their 
god. Of course Basava had to infuse a higher esoteric meaning 
into the symbol and to insist upon his followers wearing con- 
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stantly upon their person the sacred Linga. He'‘had done away 
with the Brahmanic thread and he substituted for the same a 
silver thread with Linga attached to it. Having denied the 
Brahmins and the caste system, Basava had naturally recourse 
to the language of the people in which to preach to them. Ba- 
sava cared not to copy the Jains in carrying on disputations 
with orthodox pandits in the Sanskrit language ; but spoke pithy 
words of advice and doctrine in the Kanarese which have become 
the scripture of the Lingayats. For this reason also, Basava s 
sect secured victory over the Jains and even over the orthodox 
in the view of the common people. To the present day, among 
the agriculturists and the trading population in Karnataka, the 
Lingayats are in preponderance from his time. 

' It does not concern us to detail the various philosophical tenets 
of the Lingayats as compared wit6 those of Eamanuja or Sankara 
for which the reader may refer to the learned treatise of Dr. 
R, G. Bhandarkar on Saivism. But we may mention that the 
Lingayats after denying caste, as usual with Hindus, developed 
a sort of caste system in which the Acharyas and the Jangamas 
are Brahmins so to speak, the later being married. The Pan- 
chamas also consist of other castes though they are few in 
number. The Lingayat sect as a social reform is very much in 
favour of women who have the same Upanayana ceremony as 
men in early age, who are not compelled to observe untouch- 
ability in their monthly sickness and who are believed to be as 
capable of attaining the highest goal (Samarasya) as the men. 
The sect have prescribed a Gayatrl of their own (Om Hamah 
Sivaya) and have also a gotra-pravara system of their own. 
They are total abstainers from flesh and wine. 

NOTE— RICE ON VIRASAIVAS AND THEIR APOSTLES. « 

We give the following extract from Rice’s History of Kanarese Litera- 
ture in connection with the Lingayat sect and its founder Basava and 
other apoBles (pp. 49-55), The Virasaivas (stalwart) are distinguished 
from three other Saivas viz: 1 the SamSnya and 2 Mi^ra who^worship 
Vishnu as well as Siva and 3 the Suddha Saivas who worship Siva only 
but do not wear linga. The distinctive peculiarity of Virasaivas is that 
they (both men and women) always wear on the person a small stone linga 
in a silver or wooden reliqudry suspended from the neck. The Jangamas 
or Lingayat “religious” wear it on their head. The investiture with the 
linga like Upanayana is the most sacred rite of childhood. 
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Peculiarities are that they do not'ore- 

Their sor* f Permit the remarriage of widows. 

IZ ea i r/ °r SaivSgamas.'Sivagrtil is also 4hly plaeed. 

Long the la“tr”*- era Viralaivas. 
Matha is at ChItaTdrug in MyWeTritwy 

Basava the reputed founder of the sect was an Ai adhva.-Rrpl, ^ in t 

the Krishna^ h° at Kappadi at the junction of the Malaprabha and 

the Krishna where was a Siva shrine named Sangame^vara. Herrhe be 
came connoious of a call to revive the Virasaiva faHh. When hS/ZeZa- 

ucceed him. Hia sister Padmavatl was married to the king. He had 

concerTwlS-'’ disciple.’ In 

covert with bim ho began to propound his now doctrine and- new mode 

of worshipping Siva. Having charge of the king’s treasury, he spent large 
sums in suppm-ting the Jangamas. A Brahmin minister named -Man- 
ohana accused him of embezzlement. The king tried to arrest him but he 
fled and being joined by his adherents defeated the king who was compelled 
. to ro-inatato him. 


* u followed there are different accounts. The Lingayats sav 
that the king wanted to put out the eyes of two Lingayat devoLs whS 
asava cursed Kalyan, directed one of his discriples to kill the king and 
retired to Sangameivara where he was absorbed into the Linga The 
Jams say that Basava sent the king a poisoned fruit and fled to Ulavi at 
the foot of the Western Ghats where he was besieged by the king’s son 
and in despair he threw himself info a well. ® 

To Basava are attributed prose works (in Kanarese) expositrry of the 
Linpyat faith viz.Shatsthala-vaohana. ESlajDSna-vachana.ShBta challra- 
vaohana, Raj'ayoga-vaohana and Mantra gopya. 

His chief disciple was Channa Basava who is considered even higher 
than Basava, being looked upon as an avatara of Siva himself. As BaLva 
was ongrosfiod in state business, the religious movement was largely under • 
his direction. It is said that after his uncle’s death be was admitted to 
^e royal favour. Other leading aasooiates were Ma^ivSla Maohayya 
Prabhudeva and Siddharama of whom wonderful stories are-told in Channa' 
Basava and other Purapas. 


Thus during this sub-period. Jainism spread in the west 
and Saivisra in the south and Vaishnavism in the east and even 
in the north as far as Eashmir. These two again were divided 
into several sects which developed different philosophical 
systems with their different concepts and different terminologies, 
so that the intellegentia of the country was torn by conflicting 
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views on metaphysical questions. These schisms not only adopted 
different gods as the supreme deity but further represented other 
deities as subordinate to their highest God. Along with, the 
two dominant schisms Saivism and Vaishnavism, the worship of 
Durga, and Ganapati also developed their philosophies and 
Agamas and separate modes of worship in which these gods 
were represented as the highest. These schisms probably also 
belong to this sub-period though we have no definite grounds 
to hold this. The social changes effected by these different 
schisms were also various and the lay followers who could not 
fight on high philosophic questions fought on minor points 
such as the supremacy of this god or that god or such questions 
as the sacred character of Brahmins, the necessity of nudity for 
monks or the fitness of women to attain salvation. The Hindu 
world was thus divided into different and differing sections 
which often warred w'ith one another ; and thus lost national 
strength for which unity of religious beliefs is an essential 
qualification. And the one point on which these differing 
schisms were unanimous was the Ahimsa, doctrine; they all 
discountenanced, if not actually prohibited, animal slaughter 
and animal food and thus added to the weakness of the Hindus 
for national defence. Even the new Saivism of Kashmir 
propounded by Abhinavagupta and Kallata* appears to counte- 
nance Ahimsa for otherwise it could not have prospered in the 
reign of the thoroughly Vaishnava king Avantivarman men- 
tioned in the beginning. It may, however, be admitted that 
the generality of people in Northern India and in Maharashtra 
were followers of the old Smarta religion in which all the five 
gods of Hinduism were treated as equally great. But in the 
south and the east Saivism and Vaishnanism which had 
together supplanted Jainism fought with each other with 
great animosity and kings used their political power for the 
suppression of worships other than their own. We have 
seen how a Chola king called upon Ramanuja to declare that 
Siva was the highest God. Even to this day this animosity 


In Vol. I (p. 221) wc said that we did not know who this Srikallata (said by Kalhana to' 
be born in the days of Avantiyarnian for the salvation of the country) was and that we 
surmised that he was a 'Vaishnava writer. It appears, however, from Dr. Bhandarkar's 
Saivism that he was a Saiva philosopher but he must have been as above stated an 
advocate of Ahimsa, 
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between oven the lay followers of Saivism and Vaishnavism 
continues in Zarnatak, Indhra and the Tamil land, the 
re ^Sion and philosophy of Madhva-a- religious philosopher 
Of the 14th century-adding a third party to the contest. 

fh ^ ^ ''cre surprised to come across an attempt to combine 
0 wo antagonistic worships of Siva and Vishnu made by 
Vijayasena of Bengal in his Deopara inscription (E, I. p. 307). 
^ e was a Saiva but the \aishnava cult was probably spreading 
in engal from Orissa and his grandson Lakshmanasena, as we 
have seen, became a Parama Vnishnava. Vijayasena, therefore, 
niay have thought of combining the two worships, by combin- 
ing the two gods Siva and Vishnu in the same image and in 
the temple he built and properly called Pradyumnesvara, he 
placed an idol which w'as composed of Siva and Vislinu joined 
together. The description of the idol given in this inscription 
is as follows: We bow to this image called Pradyumnesvara 
wherein both the husband of Lakshml and the husband of the 
daughter of the mountain reside and play in unity in w'hich 
'the two goddesses standing between their lords have. somehow 
caused an obstacle in the carving of one undifferentiated body. 
The decoration of the Destroyer of the world is formed by a 
spotted silken cloth serving as the elephant’s skin and the big 
necklace on the chest as the big serpent, sandal- wood paste as 
ashes and the string of sapphires in the hand as the rosary of 
Rudrakshas the Garudamani being the Gonasa and the string 
of pearls as the necklace of bones”.*' This description shows to 
our mind that the same idol looked as Siva and Vishnu* 

Vijayasena was a Kshatriya from Deccan Karnataka and 
curiously enough this unifying spirit was exhibited in Maha- . 
rashtra itself in the new' Vaishpava cult which arose about the 
end of this period in the wmrship of Vithoba of Pandharpur. 
Dr. R, G. Bhandarkar thinks that this worship came from* the 
south and that the W'ord Vithoba is a Eanarese form of Vishnu. 
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But the Vithoba Vaishnavism was entirely different from the 
Vaishnavism of Ramanuja. And the Prakrit form of Vishnu in 
Bengali and Ooriya is also Vishthu.* But the Vaishnavism of 
Pandharpur is different from the Vaishnavism of Bengal also. 
It has no lascivious aspect. It entirely eschews all reference to 
Gopis. Even RukminI appears in Pandharpur at a later time. 
The Vishnu idol at Pandharpur is unaccompanied by any 
female deity. Its form is also unique, having both hands 
akimbo and it has a linga on the crown of its head. "Who put up 
this idol is yet undiscovered as Pundalika the first devotee of 
Vithoba is a mythical person. The historical references given 
by Dr. Bhandarkar show that originally the place was holy on 
account of Vishnu idol only. The Bhimarathi is mentioned in an 
inscription of 1249 A. D, This leads us to believe that the 
Vithoba of Pandharpur must have been there about a hundred 
or at least fifty years before. In a stone-inscription in 
Pandharpur itself dated 1270 A. D., Bhanu, a son of Keshava 
is recorded to have performed an Aptoryama sacrifice in which 
“crowds of people and Vithal and the gods were gratified.” 
(Bhandarkar Vaishnavism p. 81-88). Panduranga is a name of 
Siva according to Heraachandra and there is a temple of 
Siva at Pandharpur which pilgrims have to visit first before 
visiting Vithoba. The Vitthal worship at Pandharpur is again 
unconnected with any philosophy and is a purely devotional 
worship as developed by Namadeva (1270 A.D.) and JnaneSvara, 
the oldest leading Vaishnava saints of Maharashtra. The 
temple of Vithoba w^as built from subscription raised all over 
Maharashtra as appears from the Chauryasi-stone-r'ecord in 
the temple itself of about 1300 A. D. Though the Vithoba cult 
developed in Maharashtra in the 13th century, it came into 
Pandharpur probably about the end, or the middle of the 12th 
oenturyf in the sub-period treated of in this volume. ^ Strangely 
enough it was devoid of all animosity against Saivism or 
against the Vedic religion of sacrifice and has no connection 
with any philosophy Dvaita or Advaita. It further . does not 


® The Kanaresc form is BiltideVa. 

f The Mahaflubhava cull arose in Saka IISS or ifG3 A. D. after this sub-period in 
Maharashtra itself no doubt with asceticism and complete renunciation of caste added 
to Ahiinsa and the Bhakti of Dattatrcya added to that of Visbju. It has connection 
^rith the later history of the Dcccan and its fall. 
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renounce caste though people of all castes are admitted into 
this cult and are all equal before God and absolution through 
devotion is open to all, male or female, Brahmin or non-Brah- 
min. It truly carries on thus the pure Bhaktiyoga doctrine of 
the Bhagavadgita. 

It is unfortunate that these attempts at unifying Saivism 
and Vaishnavisra did not catch and that Hinduism remained 
^d remains split into twornain schisms. It is not possible to ask 
Hinduism or Jainism to give up Ahimsa as it is but the logical 
outcome of their spiritual development. It is difficult also to 
decide whether monism is true or dualism and nothing is lost if 
people agree to differ on the question whether God and the world 
are one or are two. But surely, Hinduism -can give up the 
controversy whether Siva is greater or Vishnu. Yet a Ohola 
king persecuted people for believing that Vishnu was greater 
and Adbirajendra called Krimikantha by the Vaishnavas 
destroyed a Vaishnava temple on the Chidambaram hill (I. A. 
1912). Attempts were made by later thinkers like Tulasidas, in 
imitation of the plain attempt of the Mahabharata, to reconcile 
the two worships, the animosity between which seems to be as 
old as the Mahabharata, by showing that Siva praises Vishnu 
as the highest God and Vishnu praises Siva as the highest (see 
Upamanyu Akhyana in the Anusasana Parvan). But an attempt 
may also be made in the wake of Pradyumnesvara by combining 
tha two gods in the same idol or like the idol of Vithoba in 
Pandharpur having a Siva Linga on its head, a Siva Linga may 
have an image of Vishnu carved or fastened on its top. If such 
attempts at combiniug the two worships are systematically 
made, this split in Hinduism can be made up and one cause of 
weakness^among the Hindus at least can be removed. 



NOTE l—DIFFERENT VIEWS ON MOKSHA OR ABSOLUTION. 


There was a diversity of opinion among the Hindus and even the Jains 
as to who were fitted to attain Moksha or final deUverance from rebirth. 
Of course every religion has ah idea of Moksha or absolution differing 
in its form ; but in other religions there is no disqualification for any 
particular class of people. Al-Bcruni says on this subject (.Chap. IX 
Vol. Ip, 104). “The Hindus differ as to who will attain Moksha. Some 
believe that only Brahmins and Kshatriyas will attain Moksha as they 
alone can study Veda. But others say that every one is entitled, as Vyasa 
sa> s, ‘Learn the twenty-five and you will be liberated whatever your reli- 
gion'may be’. Again the Bhagavadglta states that “even women, Vaisyas 
and Sudr is will come to me if you follow me. What then Brahmins and 
Kshatriyas’’. Al-Eeruni’s knowledge of the subject is clearly accurate. 
Anciently it was believed that only through Veda Moksha could be achieved. 
This is not unnatural as Christians also believe that final beatitude can 
be attained only through the Bible and Mahomedans believe that it can 
bo attained through the Koran only. The Upaniehadic Aryans developed 
the further doctrine that Moksha could come only through Sanyasa or 
. renunciation and this idea was taken up by Buddhism and Jainism. ' 
(Christ seems to have taught the same doctrine). As women and Sudras 
were debarred from both the study of the Veda and Sanyaca, they were 
believed to be unfit for attaining Moksha. The liberal yet orthodox 
Bhagavadgila preached the now doctrine of ‘Bhakti or devotion and held 
that although women and SQdras (Vaii^yas ware also added to these) could not 
study Veda or do Sanjasa like Brahmins and Kshatriyas according to the 
orthodox view, they could approach God through devotion and attain to 
final beatitude. Vyasa laid stress on knowledge only as believed in SSnkhya 
and preached *' Know God truly and you will be absolved’’. The liberal 
broad-minded view of the Bhagavadglta ,is indeed credilable to the thinkers 
of the time of Sri Krishna and Al-Beruni recognises it. But he attributes 
it to the circumstance that Sri Krishna was himself a Sudra, It is in- 
explicable how this wrong notion was entertained by Al-Beruni who had 
very accurate knowledge of the Hindu religious books. Shrikrishna was 
thought to be a son of Nanda who really was a Vaisya. But in Al-Beruni’s 
days, a Vaisya was little better than a Sudra; especially cowherds 
were Sudras and hence probably this mistaken idea of Al-Beruni about 
the caste of Sri Krishna. . In the present sub-period the Hindus appear to 
have still believed that Brahmins and Kshatriyas alone could attain 
Moksha, The Kshatriyas yet retained their right to the study of the Veda. 
But the theory grew later on that they were debarred from performing 
Sanyasa and hence Brahmins alone could attaiu'final beatitude. 

The Vaishpava idea of final beatitude was different from the 
Vedantic but Ramanuja was a strict orthodox philosopher and it seems 
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to us that he insisted on Sanyilsa as a sine qua non for the attainment 
of iloksha. The Virasaivas or Lingayats had a different idea of Moksha 
their highest God being Siva ;but they believed that every one including 
■women could attain to i'.loksha i. e. to the service of Siva in Kailasa, The 

Puddhistic idea of Moksha V7as again different and tjieir word for it was 

Nirvana; but ‘.hey insisted on the^necessity of Sanyasa which was open to 
all includi-rg women. The Jains originally were a little less liberal, as 
already stated, tHan the Buddhists and the Digimbaras preached that 
Sinyasa in the highest sense was necessary for attaining Kaivalya. We 
have already mentioned the disputation which was held between a Digam- 
bara philosopher and a s'rslambara. on this very subject at Dhar before a 
Pararaara king, the former holding that clothed monks and women were 
not fit to attain final deliverance. The idea of final deliverance from re- 
birth was common to all these different sections ; but they differed as to 
the nature of Moksha and as to the per.sons who were fit to attain it 
as above and thus added to the state of religious di-union in the country. 


NOTE 2— RELIGIOUS TOLERATION IN SOME PARTS. 

It may be noted that the kings of Northern India were tolerant and there 
are no instances of Saiva kings persecuting Vaishnavas and Hindu kings 
persecuting Buddhists or Jains or vice-versa. Indeed they were so 
tolerant that they also extended their liberality to the opposite faith. Thus 
Govindachandra a Parama Saiva made a grant of 6 villages to two Buddhist 
saints for the maintenance of Bhiksbus in a Vihara in Jetavana (E, I. XI 
p, 22). On the other band, we find the Buddhist king Madauapala grantir g 
aviUage to a Brahmin for reading the Mababharata to his queen who 
appears to have been a^Hindu. Indeed it may be remarked that in Northern 
India Saivites married YaishJjava ladies and Buddhists married Hindu 
ladies. One of the queens of Govindachandra, a Parama Maheivara, 
was a Buddhist princess. Jains and Hindus also intermarried and inter- 
marry even now in Northern India. The Gahadavala kings from their 
inscriptions appear to have teen very tolerant; for in the religious 
ceremony performed by them at the time of making gifts of land they, 

though M^hesvaras, worshipped both Siva and Vishpu while other kings 

are described as worshipping either Siva or Vishnu only. 

Again inapito of the destruction of Hindu temples by Mahomedans in 
Northern India in this sub-period, the Hindu kings of Gujarat and Maha- 
rashtra, as also the people, were tolerant enough to allow Mahomedans 
to build mosques in their towns especially on the sea-coast. Nay we find in 
. Eomnath itself a Khoja merchant from Hormuz in Persian gulf building a 
‘Mijigiti’ (Masjid) with the consent of Parama Pasupatacharya Maha 
Pandita Mahattara Dharmamurti and Abhaya of the Panch Kula while 
Malikdeva was the local officer in behalf of Arjunadeva Chalukya who 
ruled in Anhilwad, The Mijigiti was not only given land for its building 
but some bazars were assigned for its maintenance by the Hindus and this 
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whole thing wafl recorded in a stone inscription drawn up in Sanskrit dated 
St. 1320, Valabhi 945, Sinha 151 and Hijn 662 with the usual imprecations 
against any one interfering with the Masjid and the gift (Bhav.Insc.p-225). 
This speaks volumes of the tolerant spirit of the Hindus of Gujarat. We 
have already noted that Jayadnha Siddharaja personally inquired into 
the complaint of a Mahomedan about Parsis throwing down a Masjid in 
Camba/ J^and restoring it at his own cost ( E. II. ). The Eashtra 
kutas again and even the Chalukyas before them, allowed Mahomedans 
to build Masjids in their territory, allowing Mahomedans to have even their 
own jurisdiction (Vol. II. p. 166). The Silaharas of Thana again addressed 
their grants to Parsis and Mahomedans who were settled in Sanjan and 
who appear to have enjoyed special rights. This attitude of the Hindus of 
Gujarat and Maharashtra and their kings is indeed fit to he extolled and 
specially noticed. There is no wonder, therefore, if the people and kings 
of these two regions were tolerant towards the Jain religion. We have 
already shown how the Ohalukya kings of Gujarat in this sub-period and 
later the VegheU kings gave encouragement to Jainism, honoured Jain 
Pandits and gave donations to Jain temples. Though the Chalukyas of 
Ealyan were not tolerant towards the Jam faith, the Silahara kings of 
Kathad, especially Vijayaditya, while they remained devotees of Maha- 
lakshra! of Kolhapur, were very liberal to the Jains and gave their temples 
and ascetics many villages (E. I. Ill p. 207). [Jainism probably spread 
both in Gujarat and the southern Maratha country during the reigns of 
these kings. 



CHAPTER IV. 


THE CHAKGED ASPECT OF HINDUISM. 

In the previous chapters we have spoken of the ramification 
of caste and the change in marriage and other customs which took 
place in this sub-period of Hindu history. We have also spoken 
of the rise of new sects of Saivas and Vaishnavas in this sub- 
period which caused religious disunion in the Hindu society. 
We will speak in this chapter of other aspects of Hinduism 
generally and show how Hinduism assumed its modern form at 
the close of the medimval Hindu period and how essentially 
it differed from the Vedic form of Hinduism or what may be 
called Vedic Aryanism. It is impossible that Hinduism could 
have remained the same through the long period of 4000 
years which elapsed from the recital of the Veda-sanhitas by 
Vyasa down to the conquest of Northern India by Mahomedans. 
Yet it seems that the Hindu religion still kept itself in touch 
with the religion of the Vedic Rishis. 

THE VEDAS. 

We will commence with the Vedas which were always 
looked upon as the revelation of the Hindn religion. Vedas 
v.'ere still learnt by heart especially by the Brahmins whose 
prime duty it was to preserve them. The following observations 
of Al-Eeruni are important in this connection: “ The Brahmins 
recite the Veda without understanding its meaning and in the 
same w'ay they learn it by heart. Only a few of them learn its 
explanation and fewer still master its contents" (Sachan Vol. I 
p.l28). This state continues to this day and there are very few 
Brahmins learned in the Vedas. The change from ancient or 
pre-Buddhistic times may be marked when almost every Brah- 
min and even Kshatriya and VaiSya had necessarily to study 
the Veda. Al-Beruni proceeds to state that “the Brahmins 
teach the Veda to Kshatriyas, but they are not allow^ed to 
teach it even to Brahmins. The Vaisyas and Sudras are 
not allowed to learn it.” The Vaisyas, as said before, having 



^32 general survey 

turned Buddhists neglected the study of Veda and lost touch 
with it. The orhodox Kshatriyas still learnt the Veda and 
can learn it even now, though very few do it. But we have clear 
evidence here that the modern doctrine that there are no 
Kshatriyas in the Kali age had not yet arisen and Al-Beruni s 
statement not only proves the acceptance of the existence of 
Kshatriyas but also their right to study the Veda in the eleventh 
century. The dictum RNIU: arose in the fourteenth 

century, according to our view explained in Vol, II (Appendix) 
and this is a further confirmation of that view. 

“ The Veda mostly contains hymns of praise and treat of 
the various kinds of sacrioces to the fire which are so numerous 
and difficult that you can hardly count them. Even orthodox 
Brahmins at present do not know how many sacrifices these are, 
for, as we shall presently show, Vedic sacrifices became 
obsolete since Al-Beruni wrote his interesting account of India. 

“ They do not allow the Veda to be committed to writing, 
because it is recited according to certain 'modulations. They, 
therefore, avoid the use of pen as it is liable to cause error. 
The Veda is consequently often lost.” There is no doubt that 
in consequence of this superstition a large^ part of Vedic 
literature had been lost already before the 10th century. But 
Al-Beruni gives the further information that not long before 
his time Vasukra a native of Kashmir, a famous Brahmin, 
undertook the task of explaining the Veda and committing it 
to writing, because he was afraid that the Veda might be 
forgotten. “He has taken upon himself a task from which all 
shrink.” Thus Veda was first written about 1000 A.D. in 
Kashmir for the purpose of commenting upon it, by Vasukra. 
We do not know whetherthisfirstBhashyaonthe Veda survives. 
Of course it must have been utilized in the existing Bhashya of 
Madhava Vidyaranya composed in the south at Vijayanagar. 

( 

VEDIC SACRIFICES. \ 

The religion of the ancient Vedic Aryans consisted chiefly 
of keeping the sacrificial fire and performing daily and occa- 
sional Vedic sacrifices. King Asvapati, in an Upanishad, 
speaking of the religiousness of his subjects said that there 
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WGS no houseliolder in liis Icingdom vrlio did not keep the 
sacrificial fire.” Thingshad so changed by this time that it might 
have almost been s^’d of the- subjects of any Hindu king that 
there was no householder who kept the sacrificial fire. 
Even Brahmins have now given up keeping the sacrificial fire. 
However, there were a few Brahmins in Al-Bcruni’s days who 
did keep the Vedic sacrificial fire. Ho records “ tho.^^G Brah- 
mins who kept one fire were called ‘ Tshiins ’ while those who 
kept three were called.Agnihotris” (ditto p. 102), ‘‘If he besides 
offers an offering to the fire (performs a sacrifice higher than 
the daily one) ho is called Dikshita.” Tv c come across Dikshita 
and Avasthika as honourable epithets of Brahmins in inscrip- 
tions of this period. In modern days these opithels have become 
mere surnames. A fevr higher sacrifices are no doubt now 
and then performed throughout the whole of India especially 
in the south. But it may be taken that this Vedic mode of 
wor.ship viz. the doily sacrifice in the household fire is now 
generelly in abeyance. 

OCCASIONAL SECRIFICES, 

But occasional sacrifices must then have been performed as 
now such as at the time of upanayana or of marriage. The cere- 
mony of the gift of land appears in this sub-period to have always 
been performed accompanied by a sacrifice in fire. Indeed in- 
scriptions of this sub-period recording grants of land olv.mys 
mention the elaborate religious ceremonies which were per- 
formed on such sacred and ceremonious occasions. The 
descriptions are indeed very interesting and show how all over 
India, Hinduism was practically a blend of Vedic andPuranio 
worships. The grantor king bathes in some sacred river at a 
well-known Ghatta or Ghat, offers Tarpana water to gods, 
mortals and the manes (a ritual enjoined in Vedic Sutras), 
praises the sun (also a Vedic worship), then worships Siva and 
Vishnu (Puranic deities) and finally offers oblations of ghee 
into the sacred fire (Vedic worship again); and then pours 
water on the hand of the donee consecrating the gift.* This 

uvFffR ^ (i. A. xiv p. 103). 

Sometimes the mention of the worship of Yasudova is omitted. 
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ceremony bIiows that the Eajput kings were not only orthodox 
Hindus but attached importance to and actually exercised the 
right of, performing Vedic sacrifices- • But these sacrifices 
were always performed with ghee offerings as is often specially 
mentioned. It is remarkable that even Jains accepted gifts 
after such Vedic sacrifices for the greater validity of these 
gifts by Hindu kings, 

IDOL-WORSHIP. 

Though thus Hinduism was in this period and is even now 
a blend of Vedic and Puranic worships, the Vedic ritual such 
as Tarpana, Suryopasthana and Havana gradually^ declined in 
importance and the worship of the Puranic gods, Siva, Vishnu, 
Devi, and Gane^a and even Surya became the normal and chief 
part of Hindu daily worship. Whether idol-worship is coun- 
tenanced by the Vedas or not we will not stop here to enquire.' 
But the Vedic Sutras do not mention worship of idols in the 
daily service of God. After the supprersion of Buddhism 
which'began in the denial of God and ended in the universal 
worship of Buddha’s images, Hinduism took up idol-worship 
with greater zest and it seems that the daily worship of small 
idols in every household came into vogue and was prescribed in 
the various nibandhas and works on religious practice. It is 
difficult to say whether the modern Panchayatana worship 
came into vogue at this time or was prescribed by Sankara in 
order to avoid the constant fight between worships of different 
gods. But certain it is that there were small images of 
different deities in every household at that time as at present. 
For the ceremony of worshipping Siva or Vishnu or, both by 
kings when making land grants mentioned in inscriptions 
can not refer to worship in temples. The images worshipped 
must have been the images in the royal household. They were 
either images of metal or small unfashioned stones of a parti- 
cular appearance and with particular signs to be seen even 
now in Hindu households, which were considered to represent 
the different deities. This idol-v,^orship in every household must 
have eventually thrown into the background the Vedic sacri- 
ficial fire therein. 

Of course there v-^ere besides temples in every town and 
village dedicated to different deities in which idols of stone or 
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metal were placed and worshipped. Kings, queens, ministers, 
rich merchants and even mendicant Brahmin ascetics who 
secured large donations made in reverence to their holy 
character, vied with one another in building superb and 
stupendous temples to their tutelary deities, chiefly Siva and 
- Vishnu and India was in this period full of such temples 
, throughout its length and breadth. The idols placed in these 
temples were usually of stone, but these were sometimes 
of silver and gold and even of precious stones ; and bigotry 
came to the help of opulent kings and merchants by prescrib- 
ing different merit and fruit to the construction of idols of 
different precious materials. Al-Beruni, probably quoting from 
Varahamihira, details this different merit as follows; " The 
benefit of a statue made of precious stone will be common to 
all men and women of the empire. A golden statue will 
bring power to him who erects it ; a statue of silver will bring 
him renown and one of bronze will bring him increase of rule, 
while one of stone will bring acquisition of landed property 
' (ditto p. 121). Thus w’ere rich kings and merchants prompted 
to make statues of gold and silver and even precious stone 
inviting marauders and conquerors to commit sacrilege. Al- 
Beruni, however, cleverly adds that the Hindus honour the idols 
on account of those who erected them and not on account of the 
material of which they are made. Thus a stone idol was as good 
as a golden one for the devotee and precious idols were useful 
only to the plunderer and the thief. In spite of the plundering 
of temples and the removal of golden idols by Mahmud, the 
Hindus, however, still continued to make golden idols and to 
decorate stone idols with precious ornaments during this sub- 
period as inscriptions already noticed prove. This rage of 
decorating idols still continues though perhaps the fashioning 
of golden idols is no longer in vogue. 

We have already described in Chapter VI-16 how idolatry 
had drifted into bigotry at this time in India. The idolatry 
of the Hindus was a mystery to the philosophic mind of Al- 
Beruni, though even he notices how the whole human race 
in ancient times including even the Arabs was idolatrous. 
There were, however, sober men in India, candidly admits 
Al-Beruni, who did not worship idols. While commenting on 
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the ludicrous views of the Hindus on the subieot of idols, he 
states that these views were held by the common uneducated 
people. “ Those who march on the path to liberation or wlio 
study philosophy and theology would never dream of worship- 
ping an image manufactured to represent God. We may not V 
give the stories of .Ambarlsha and Narada related by him to, )\ 
explain how Hindus took to making idols; but it is>ecessary ' 
to detail the several famous idols in India described by him. 
First there was the idol of the sun at Multan “It was of wood 
covered with red Cordovan leather with two rubies for the 
eyes. It was said to have been made in the last Kritayuga 
(i. e. 43 lakhs of years before). Mahomed Kasim who conquer- 
ed Multan spared it as it was a source of great revenue. On 
the same place, however, he built a mosque. When Karma- 
tians occupied Multan, Jalam Ibn Shaiban broke the idol and 
killed the priests. He shut the mosque built by the :Caliphs 
and made the sun-god’s mansion his (Karmatian) mosque. , 
When the blessed king Mahmud swept away the'iKarmatian 
rule, he made again the old mosque the place of the:Friday 
worship and left the Karmatian mosque to decay . This is a 
very interesting account about the temple of the sun-god of 
Multan and the vissicitudes of its fortune. 

The information given in the next para of Al-Berunhis 
still more important ; indeed we must apologise to the reader 
for not having looked into this mine of information earlier. It 
is to bo wondered how even Elliot did not come across this 
passage. It solves two difficulties which puzzled both Elliot 
and ourselves. Al-Beruni says ( p. 117 Tol I Sachau ) ‘ At 
Thanesar there was in idol highly venerated by the Hindus, 
called Ohakrasvamin. It is of bronze and is nearly the size of 
a man. It is now lying in the hippodrome at Ghazna together 
with the Lord of Somnath which is a linga of Mahadeva. The 
Ohakrasvamin idol is said to have been made in^ the time of 
. Bharata as a memorial of the war of that name',’’. How this 
statement solves two mysteries. The name of the idol of 
Thanesar given as Jagasom by later Mahomedan writers is a 
plain misreading in Persian of Chakrasvamin which must be 
B Vishnu idol and not a Siva one. Secondly, although Utbi 
^oas not relate Mahmud’s expedition to Somnath, this states 
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ment of AI-Beruni recorded in 1030 A, D. and therefore almost 
a contemporary statement, removes all doubts about the truth 
of the Somnath expedition. 

These idols superstitiously believed to bo fashioned thou- 
sands or even lakh? of years before must have been highly 
venerated and must have also been invested in the popular 
mind Vi’ith miraculous powers. Riches consequently flowed 
into Multan and Thanesar which, therefore, eventually invited 
destruction on themselves. 

AJ-Beruni refers to one more famous idol vir,. that of 
Sarada in Kashmir visited even by Sankara. The other famous 
idols in India of which we have historical mention were 
the Siva-idols in Kashi and Ujjain, the Bhailkasvarain idol 
(Vishnu) at Bhelsa, the Vishnu idol at Jagannnth (p. 268) and of 
Vithoba at Pandharpur and the Mahalakshml idol at Kolhapur 
(p, 293), not to speak of the Siva idols at Kanchl and Ramesvar 
referred to by Al-Beruni himself. We have already spoken of 
the Devi idol at Kotkangra and the idols at Mathura and 
Kanauj described vaguely by Utbi as destroyed by Mahmud. 

Varahamihira’s Brihatsamhita is by name quoted by Al- 
Beruni here with regard to how the idols of differont gods w'ere to 
be fashioned. Two or three interesting points may be first noted 
which appear from this quotation. First, it is doubted by many 
if there were temples of Rama before Ramananda; but Varaha- 
mihira refers to idols of Rama, son of Da^aratha and as 
Al-Beruni quotes this statement, it shows that there were idols 
of Rama certainly from the 6th to the 11th century A. D. 
Secondly, idols of Vishnu are said to be with four and 
two hands, and in these, different w^eapons or things are to be 
placed. The idol of Vishnu with two hands has to be made with 
conch in one hand and as drawing water by the other; a descrip- 
tion w’hich is rather strange and which does not apply to the idol 
of Vithoba at Pandharpur. Thirdly, there were idols of Baladeva, 
of Pradyumna, of Samba, of Brahma, of Indra, and Yama, of 
Revanta son of the sun, of the sun himself, of the seven mothers, 
of Bhagavatl and lastly of Vinayaka* with the elephant’s head 


* Hanumin Ibougb not meDtioned here must bavc been worshipped in ibis period 
e? wt find his figure stamped on coins of the ChandelUs ( p, 161), 
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or a human body.” All these except the last two have latterly 
gone out of fashion. We, however, ourselves saw in the Baija- 
nath temple in' Eangra at the entrance an idol of Ga^e^a 
wath six hands with weapons in the several hands as described 
by Jnanesvara in his famous Marathi commentary on the 
Bhagavadglfca. This Baijanath temple has images of different 
gods carved on the outside of its walls and its pinnacle which 
are so charming and so true in detail to the description of the 
different Ayudhas, Parishadas and Vahanas of the several gods 
that they are v/orth studying. This temple was built about 
1200 A. D. as an inscription in it records. 

“The worshippers of these idols kill sheep and buffaloes with 
axes (Euthara) that they may nourish themselves with their 
blood.” This is a strange observation, perhaps taken from the 
Tantric worship of Devi and not from actual observation. 
With regard to the pujaris of the different gods, Al-Beruni 
gives the following information: “To the idol of Vishnu 
are devoted the Bhagavatas, to the idol of the sun the Magas, 
to the idol of Mahadeva, “anchorites with longhair, who cover 
their skin with ashes, hang on their persons the bones of dead 
people and swim in the pools”, (p. 130). This observation is 
supported by inscriptions of the period, especially with regard 
to the worshippers of Mahadeva. Thus in the Badaun inscrip- 
tion (E. 1. 1 p. 64) there are two Saiva ascetics described at 
length. The first named VarmaMva was an inhabitant of Ana- 
hilpatana who in his boyhood, while in the Deccan country, 
removed an idol put up by the Bauddhas and who in later age 
by his austerities and learning became famous. He came to 
Badaun in his wandering and was placed in charge of a Siva 
matha built by one Rulha, a Divira minister to the king of 
Badaun. The other ascetic was originally “ a Brahmin in the 
Hariyana country (round Delhi) who gave up wealth and the 
world for the worship of Siva. His disciple a Gaudaja (of Gauda 
ijountry) Brahmin with Vatsagotra having five pravaras and 
named Isanasiva, was. placed on the throne of ascetics by his 
guru after due trial. He built a fine Siva temple, with a high 
pinnacle in that city of Bharata with the help of the same 
minister Rulha to the king of Badaun and the temple was 
given in charge of the finst ascetic”. From this description 
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Saivite ascetics appear to bo both Brahmins and non-Brabmins 
and they follov/ed the same severe austerities and pious mode 
of life. The non-Brahmin ascetic was usually entrusted with, 
the worship of the deity in Siva temples, as is the practice 
oven now. Many inscriptions speak similarly of Saivite 
ascetics being placed in charge of temples. Thus the Bhera- 
ghat inscription of Alhanadevi speaks of a Lata ascetic'*'^ being 
placed in charge of a Siva temple built by her (E. I. Ip. 52); 
and two Siva temples built by a Brahmin ascetic of the Vatsava 
gotra and by Gangadhara a pious and learned^ Brahmin of 
Madhyadesa are mentioned as placed in charge of Saiva ascetics 
in E. L n (p. 52 and 41 ). 

MATHAS. 

These anchorites v/hether Saiva or Vaishpava lived in 
Mathas v/hich were usually built alongside of the temples. 
Hiuen Tsang has recorded that Saiva anchorites and Jain or 
ITigrantha ascetics lived in their respective Mathas and temples. 
The institution of Mathas is thus as old as 600 A. D. un- 
doubtedly and was probably copied from the Buddhist Viharas. 
In this sub-period Buddhism disappeared except in Magadha 
and it is probable that Buddhist temples and Viharas were 
converted into Siva or Vishnu temples and Mathas. We have 
however, distinct mention of Mathas being built in inscriptions 
of this period. E. I. II (p. 310) mentions a Vyakhyanasala also, 
and an XJdyanasala as builtjnear the Siva temple erected. Thus 
the temples provided halls for Vyakhyana or preaching as well 
as Mathas for the residence of Tapasvis. These Mathas have now 
disappeared in most places excepting South India. At present 
we ordinarily see neither Viharas for Buddhist Sanyasis 
nor Mathas for Pasupata Yogis or ascetics. 

AGAMAS AND TANTRAS. 

The different modes of worship of the different gods and 
the different modes of Tapas and Sanyasa followed by the 
different sects of ascetics gave rise probably during this sub- 
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period to new codes called Agamas and Tantras which laW down 
provisions for such worship and asceticism. The Agamas 
were many but related to the special worship of the five gods 
of modern Hinduism. There were sub-sects even under these 
five different systems and the forehead marks prescribed by them 
were also different, so as to distinguish one sect from another 
at first sight. The Vedas were called Nigama and thm new 
scripture which was held more binding was called Agama. 
The Tantras were again similar treatises giving different modes 
of worship with Mantras and practices of a secret character. It 
seems that in these methods, both Brahmins and non-Brahmins 
stood on an equal level. The Vedio Tapas and Sanyasawas 
reserved for Brahmins only but the asceticism of the Agamas 
was open to all Hindus apparently. It is necessary to study 
this Agama and Tantra literature, varied and vast as it is, before 
one can treat it historically and in detail. But it is certain 
that such scripture had come into existence even before . 
Sankara’s time, as he seems to have had disputations with 
Pasupatas and others. But they grew into greater importance 
in this sub-period and various ascetics are described in 
inscriptions of this time, 

MULTIPLICATION OF CEREMONIES OB RITUAL 

The rise of this new sacred literature naturally led to the 
multiplication of ceremonies and ritual. Bharma^astra was 
studied in almost every kingdom and elaborate treatises on 
ceremonies and ritual were composed by learned Brahmins 
and even kings. Vijnanesvara’s Mitakshara was the first 
detailed treatise of this period on Dharma based on Yajna- 
valkya Smriti ; it was composed at Kalyan in the Deccan. 
King Aparaditya of Thana composed another treatise called 
Apararka. In Bengal Ballalasena himself wrote Danasagara 
on various danas or gifts and the learned men in the court of 
- his son Lakshmanasena composed other treatises such as 
Brahmakarma-Samuchchaya. At Kanauj under Govindchandra 
also, Dharraasastra treatises were composed and lastly we may 
mention the voluminous work of Hemadri viz. Chaturvarga 
Chintamani composed about a hundred years after this period. 
These will give us an idea of how modern Hinduism has gradu- 



THE OHAHQED ASPECT OP HINDUISM 441 • 

ally evolved from PurSnas and Agamas and has changed, the 
original simple aspect of Vedic Aryanism. For example we 
may refer to the simple ceremony at the obsequies of such a 
great king as Pratapavardhana described by Sana, noted at 
length in Vol. I (p. 98) and to the elaborate ceremony with 
many gifts and Sraddhas described in the Garuda Purana, In 
almost all matters, ceremonies were multiplied; while new 
rituals and vratas came into vogue in relation to the worship 
of the five Puranio deities which it is not necessary to detail. 
The daily religious duties of a Brahmin especially became so 
engrossing, and detailed that very little time was left unoccupied. 
The occasional ceremonies were also multiplied. In place of the 
Vedic sacrifices, new sacrifices were prescribed with elaborate 
ceremonial, but without animal slaughter especially in 
connection with the worship of Vishnu and Devi. Eathayatras 
in connection with the Puranic gods came into vogue, perhaps 
in imitation of Jain Eathayatras. In short the worship of 
Puranic gods in accordance with new Agamas or the amplified 
Puranas threw into the background Vedic religious worship 
of the Vedic Sutras, though among Brahmins and Kshatriyas, 
these continued to be performed with added Puranic ritual. 

We give in a note the fast and festival days described in 
detail by Al-Beruni observed in the Panjab in his time. They 
are nearly the same as now, though some have fallen into 
abeyance. They relate to the worship of Siva and Vishnu chiefly 
and to the worship of Devi and Surya. There must have been , 
added many new holy days as fasts or festivals after the time 
of Al-Beruni in accordance with the Agamas and Puranas. 
Indeed Al-Beruni’s list itself can not be considered as exhaus- 
tive ; such specially holy days are sometimes mentioned even 
in inscriptions and we have the mention of Govindadvadam 
in a Kalinga grant (E I. IV) The editor of the inscription has 
given the definition of this day* which contains certain 
astronomical peculiar conjunctions. Particular positions of 
the sun and the moon and the several planets in different 
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ITakshatras and constellations came in for special holiness also 
and added to the number of specially holy days. It is needless 
to add that the number, of Sraddhas also increased. We have 
the metition of the Eanyagata Sraddha in an inscription of 
Visaladeva of Gujarat dated 1254 (I. A. II p. 194). 

EXTEKSTOIT OF PUElNA LITERATUBE. 

Besides the rise of these sectarian Agamas and Tantras, the 
mediffival Hindu period was characterised by the amplification 
of the Purana literature. The old eighteen Puranas were again 
amplibed by the addition of sectarian matter relating to the 
worship of the above mentioned five deities which are properly 
called Puranic. The Purana glorify Siva and Vishnu, Devi and 
Ganapati and prescribe various vratas in propitiation of them. 
The worship of Siva was the most popular and ten Puranas 
are devoted to the glorification of Siva, four being devoted to 
that of Vishnu and two each of Devi and Ganapati.* Sun wor- 
ship probably lagged behind ; but the addition of the Bhagavata 
Purana in the 10th century A. D. gave great impetus to the 
worship of Vishnu. Different rituals and modes of worship of 
these deities came into vogue. The several holy places in the 
whole of India in connection with famous idols of Siva, Vishnu, 
Devi, and Ganapati are emumerated and esstolled in these 
Puranas. The 'kanda Purana describes eighty-four Siva lingas 
in India, with Puranic stories in connection with the greatness 
of each linga. The holy places belonging to Vishnu, to Devi 
and to Ganapati are mentioned with appropriate stories in other 
Puranas. All this literature may be assigned to the first and 
second sub-periods till in the third sub-period we find the 
Puranas as they are today. 

RISE OF MirrOR SMRITIS AND PURaNAS. 

The needs of these changed aspects of Hinduism and of 
the increase of ritual and ceremony could not be satisfied by 
ti.e promulgation of Agamas and the extension of the eighteen 
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Puranas. ' Hence minor Smrities besides the old eighteen 
conventional Smritis and new minor Puranas besides the old 
eighteen were composed probably in this or preceding sub- 
period. We have shown elsewhere that the Bhagavata must 
have been composed in the tenth century. It would be an 
interesting study to see how the minor Smritis and PurSnas 
introduce new practices which came into vogue in the Hindu 
period, to see in fact to what time and place they can be 
ascribed by a consideration of their contents. The literature 
is, however, extensive and its study is a matter of great 
labour; but it seems nearly certain that this literature arose 

aboutthis.sub-period, especially when we find the mention of 

Kalivarjas in some of the minor Puranas and notably in the 
Aditya Purana. These Ealivarjas give us almost a complete 
idea as to how modern Hinduism has changed from Vedic 
religion of the Sutra period. The practices said to be prohibited 
in the Kaliyuga, as enumerated in detail in these Puranas, are 
really practices which had gradually ceased during the long 
period which had elapsed from the Vedic Sutras {circa 1000 
B. C.) down to the end of the mediaeval period (circa 1200 AD ) 
and which could be easily found from a comparison of what 
modern Hinduism allows with what the Vedic Si^tras and 
even the Smritis sanction. This list gives us a complete idea 
of the changed aspect of modern Hinduism. Such transforma- 
tion required some sanction; the Kalivarja provisions, therefore, 
were enunciated as given in these new minor Pur3nas and the 
Hibandhakaras or writers of modern treatises on Dharmadastra 
quote them as authorities from these Upapuranas. 

THE KALIVARJAS. 

A minute study of the Ealivarjas which we give in 
an Appendix will reveal to us the fact that some of these 
prohibitions came into vogue in this very sub-period, though 
some must have been introduced in older times. We have 
already shown that the prohibition of suicide by burning or 
leaping from a precipice referred to by Al-Beruni as a special 
provision must have come into vogue about 1000 A. D. For 
in the previous sub-period we have historical evidence of 
devoufe Hindus destroying themeelveB by burning on a pyre, 
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Eumarila himself in this way is said to have put an end 
to his life by ascending a pyre (700 A. D.) and Kumaragupta is 
also- described in an inscription (Vol. Ip. 97) as burning 
himself to death in a pyre of cowdung cakes. So also the 
prohibition of marriage outside of caste or Anuloma AsaVanm 
marriage clearly belongs to this sub-period, as we can be sure 
from the instance of Rajasekhara marrying a Kshatriya wife 
(circa 940 A.D.). Again Sanyasa seems to have been prohibited 
during the Buddhist period as also Agnihotra. ^ Both appear 
to have been resuscitated after Eumarila and Sankara ; and 
they are still practised though by a very few Brahmins only. 
They are thus contradictory provisions in the Ealivarjas on the 
subject. Secondly, while some of the Kalivarjas are reasonable 
and clearly prompted by a sentiment of humanity, or moral 
purity such as the prohibition of cow-sacrifice (go-medha), 
horse-sacrifice (aSvamedha) or human sacrifice (purushamedha), 
there are many prohibitions which can only be attributed to the 
growth of bigotry. The ideas of purity of caste increased 
so far among all castes and especially among Brahmins that 
not only marriage but food and even water was prohibited with 
any person outside the caste. Nay- in some sub-sections of 
Northern Brahmins such as the Eanojias, water and food from 
a stranger but of the same caste is prohibited. In South India 
even the shadow of an untouchable is looked upon as polluting. 
In the previous sub-periods Brahmins could take food from 
Eshatriyas and VaiSyas and certain Sudras (Vol. II p. 186). 
This was now prohibited by a Eali'varja test. But interdining 
among Brahmins and Eshatriyas or Vaisyas does not seem 
to be prohibited by any text; but the practice gradually 
ceased, probably in this sub-period owing to bigotted notions 
of caste purity. 


PROHIBITION OP RECONVERSION. 

. But the greatest harm caused by such bigotted notions of 
purity of caste was the prohibition of reconversion which came 
into practice even in Al-Beruni’s days and without any 
provision in the Ealivarja texts. It seems that Al-Beruni had a 
talk with some learned Brahmin on the subject-; for^ he .clearly 
gays that there is a penance prescribed for, the , purification of 
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persons “carried away into a Moslem country as slaves and 
returning ” and he actually describes the penance ; but adds 
that the Brahmin remarked that such persons were never 
taken back into the caste (Sachau.Vol. II p. 163). Such was the 
state of public opinion even in Al-Beruni’s days ; it is needless 
I to state that in the course of thi.i sub-period and later this 
'^bigotted sentiment of the Hindus must have gathered strength 
and persons forcibly converted had no help but to remain in the 
religion forced upon them. ‘ Once a convert always a convert ’ 
became the maxim of intolerant Hinduism and we know that 
thousands of Hindus have consequently, most often without 
their fault, become irretrievably Mahomedans and Christians. 


NOTE:— AL-BERUNI’S ENUMERATION OF FASTS 
AND FESTIVALS. 

PAST DAYS. 

Al-Beruni describes Hindu fast days in detail. They belong to tbo 
Panjab and Kashmir. They- are tbo same as now but there are important 
variations. He says (Vol. p. 175 Saohan) " The 8tb and 11th of the bright 
half are fast days, the 11th being srecinlly sacred to VSsudeva and they 
wako all night.” The EkSdasi fast as observed even now lis here properly 
described. The fast on the 8th has practically disappeared. It was sacred 
to Devi ; among Jains it is still observed. The Bbudrapada black Asbtaroi 
is deecrlbod by Al-Boruni as Jamnashtami. This shows that his months 
are Purpimanta. “The sixth day of Chaitra is holy to the sun” a fust day not 
now observed, as sun-worship has nearly disappeared now. ‘‘Ashadha day 
with moon in Anurudl>a was observed as a fast day”, is not well understood; 
but tho Devasayanl^EkSda^i is well described. It is a fast day all over 
India now. “ The Sravapa full moon day was holy to Somnath." It is not 
a fast day now, but in Somnath on the sea-coast its importance must have 
been great as it is the Narali Fur^ima day when the south-west monsoon 
gets spent and the sea becomes calm. '‘Alvina 8th is holy to Bbagavatl, the 
fast is broken when tho moon rices.” This is observed even now especially 
by women. " Tho 5th Bhadrapada is holy to the sun, His rays admitted 
through windows are offered incense and flowers”. This must have been 
a special day of Multan tho famous sun temple of which has already 
been described. Tho wakening of Vasudova day in Kartika (11th) is also 
montionod ; its special importance when tho moon is in Rovati is not 
now known. ” It is also tho first of tho Bbishina PancharStra days of fast. 
Brahmins break fast on tho second day." This is also not generally known 
now. ” Tho sixth day of Pausha io a fast day in honour of tho sun." This 
is the day preceding Rathaaaptamlibut they do dot fast now on this day, 
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“Tho third day of MSgba is a fast day for •women j it is called GaorltritiyS.” ; 
Al-Beroni mentions more Tritlyas than one and Akshattritiya is one of 
these as will presently appear. It is remarkable that RSmanavamT fast is j 
not mentioned by him. Probably REma was not much worshipped in the 
PanJab and perhaps this is so even now. 

I 

FESTIVALS. 

We go on to describe the festival days mentioned by Al-Berunl (chap. 
LXXVI). “The second of Chaitra is a great festival day in Kashmir 
in honour of victory of its king over the Turks.” This probably refers to 
thevio oryof Lalitaditya the conqueror of Hindustan over the Tu ks 
described in Vol. I (p. 211) as a memorable one “ since this was a 
singular exploit of LalitSdiiya deserving a prominent record in this history 
of Medimval India." “ The 11th of Chuitra ^^-as the Hindola festival of 
VEsudeva and 15th of Chaitra was festival for women called V as mta festival. 
Both these are not known to us. The 3rd of Vai^akha was Gauri TritiyS, 
On the 10th of Vaisakha Brahminn go out at tbe king’s command and 
Eaorifice for four days.” This is a thing unknown to us and it is a festival 
which wo have not been able to trace in Hindu treatises. The vernal 
equinox fo'-tival is peculiar to the Panjab and still observed theroi being 
called Val^akbl. “ Jyoshtha s'uddha 15 is a festival day for women. ” 

“ All. AohEdha days are festival days and on SSvana 15 alms ore given to 
Brahmiis." "On Alvina MabEnavaral sugarcane juice in poured for 
BhovSni and kids are also killed." “The I5th of Alvina is- dedicated to 
animals and they wrestle with one another. ” The BbSdratada Pitri* 
paksho is also mentioned, espeoially the day when the moon is in MnghS. ’ 
(This should have been called Alvina Vadya according to PurgimEntr. 
months). “ The 3rd Bhadrapp-da is observed by women who grow seeds in 
baskets and worship Devi at night." “ Tho Isc of KErtika is Diwali day 
whon BalirSja is liberated for one day by LakshmT’. ‘‘.The Srd.of MSrga- 
^irsha is a festival day for women. The 3rd of Magha is a sacred day tn 
women and is a festival day for them; women bathe in cold water the whole 
month." " The full moon day of Fslgun is the Dola feast for women ; they 
make fires in villages." “:Tbo 16th of Falgun they call Sivaratri day and 
worship MahSdeva and remain awake tho whole night. " This is a correct 
description of BivarStri except for tho number, which ought to be 14th. 

“ In Multan there is a speoial festival of tho sun and it is called SSmba- 
pariyStrS." We recognise in the above many festivals which are still 
observed which therefore are certainly as old os Al-Boruni (1030 A. D.). 



CHAPTER V. 
POUTIOAL CONDITION. 


, As described m Vol. It (p. 228) at the end of the 10th 
century India was divided, from Kabul to Kamrup and from 
Kashmir to Kumarl. into several kingdoms.some large andsome 
small which were ruled by despotic Hindu kings most of these 
being Rajputs, These kingdoms were so to speak, limited 
monarch^ for according to the modern theory of politiosliT^ 
west, the sovereign has an unlimited power to legislate and a 
limited monarchy means a state where the monarch’s power to 
promulgate laws is limited by the power of parliament or 
popular assembly to legislate. Injndia^^xplainedin Vol. II 
(p.22o), th^kings or even the people h^ no right to promulgate 
new la^s_or_Jp_^]fer_or abrograte existing ones, 'all the 
necessary Jai^^vjng been ln_lhTbeginning'iivV3"^~th8 
oreatorjtojtaijhjjlrgi^o^tjiguide:^^^^ 

jiving_Sm riti-m ade law was followed in 
the different kingdoms of India and this set a limit to the ' 
despotic power of kings by preventing despotic administration 
becoming doubly oppressive by the addition of despotic legisla- 
tion. The several despotic kingdoms in India, thus, were really 
limited monarchies in this sub-period and were, therefore, 
generally well-governed and happy. 


The difference again, a^ noted in Vol, II (p. 226), in soil 
climate, and nature of land and the language of the people and 
their p rovincial peculiarities m ade the existence of differed 
kingdo ms in t he countr y, a noriirsI~~sSci perhaps ar~n' e^CMsary 
cosdiiioih- And'fhenEingd^s arising iir~thisBuFpirida: 
correspond almost exactly to the different divisions of India 
according to these circumstances. Thus Kashmir, XJ. P., Raj- 
putana, Gujarat, Konkan, Malwa, Bundelkhand, 0. P,. Bengal, 
Telangana, Dravida, Kerala, Karnatak and Maharashtra 
were distinct kingdoms with territories naturally distinct 
throughout this sub-period. The only factor- which was 
favourable for the evolving of an empire combining all these 
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kin gdoms was the unity of race, Tellgion and_ancient tradition . 
But aTin Medim^ Europe und^he Holy Eoman Empire, so 
in Mediae val Hindu India, the kingdoms did not coalesce into 
one empire for exactly the same reasons as in Europe. The 
id ea, of an Indian empire was, ho wever, constantly before Ind ian 
kings, an idea which di d noFlnvnlvB thhi^struction of sub- 
ordinaTe kingdoms but only their subjug ation or norai nal 
ackno^¥dgement of the imperial mas ter^ Samrat or 
ChakravarHn as he was called^ £nd all the wars among Hindu 
kin^ were usually waged with the object of establishing the 
imperial status. For imperial status was not considered as 
descending hereditarily from father to son but was considered to 
depend on actual power; and every ambitious and resourceful 
monarch in the ^fferent kingdoms might aspire to imperial 
honour and atta^ it by Digvijaya. Eaja^ekhara makes a curi- 
ous distinction between a Samrat and a Chakravartin and 
states that he who conquers Bharatavarsha from the southern 
sea is called a Samrat while he who conquers the country 
from Eumarlpura to Bindusara, beyond the Himalayas, a 
distance of one thousand yojanas is called a Cbakravartin.v 
The obvious difference is that Kashmir and Nepal are to be 
further conquered by a Chakravartin in the north and the Chola- 
Pandyas in the south. We, however,' find in this sub-period 
several kings of much smaller importance calling themselves 
Chakravartin. Thus a Silahara king of the 12th century called 
himself Konkana-Chakravartin* or emperor of Konkan only ; 
and Lakshmanasena called himself (Pro. Ben. 

V p. 467). It is not unusual for high names coming down 
slowly in significance like the title Maharajadhiraja taken in 
inscriptions by many minor kings. But the title Chakravartin 
was well deserved by Bhoja of Malwa (1000-1040) whose word 
was respected even in Kashmir. Asoka and Samudragupta in 
ancient Indian history and Lalitaditya in medimval history 
were indeed Chakravartins according to the definition of' 
, Eajasekhara and in modern historty Aurangjeb. However in 
this sub-period, Chola, Chalukya, Gahadavala and Pala king- 
doms were ordinary empires of Samrajyas, as there were many 
feudatory princes under subjection to each of them. 

We have already commented (p. 325) on the baneful effects 
of this struggle of ambitious Hindu kings to attain imperial 
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bonour. Empire did not in Hindu political philosophy mean 
the anneration of minor kingdoms lite the Mogul or British 
empire. Bhoja or Ea/pa v'ere Chakravartins without destroying 
conquered kingdoms and thus increasing their ov,’n territory or 
resources. This rivalry for imperial honour thus weakened 
the contending powers without strengthening the conqueror. 
Vigraharaja of Ajmer, however, seems to have annexed the 
conquered kingdom of Delhi, probably because Anangapala had 
no son and consequently his power became equal to that of 
the Gahadavalas of Eanauj and the rivalry betv;een the Chau- 
hans and Eathods went on to the days of Prithvlraj and 
Jaichand whose deadly animosity weakened them both and con- 
sequently led to their destruction by a third pov/er. 

The different kingdoms subsisting at the end of the last 
sub-neriod continued to thrive during this sub-period also with 
some notable exceptions. Most notable of these was the Panjab 
which fell at the beginning of this sub-period, as we have already 
seen, before Mahmud of Ghazni and was lost to Hindu India. 
We have discussed the causes of the fall of the Panjab elsewhere ; 
but we may note here again one important cause ^viz. the 
abs ence of a strong an d su fficient standi ng army . — This was a 
feature of almost all the medieevaTTIinnTr^in^ on which 
vre have commented in Vol. II (p- 223). Hindu arm ^_,^a5 the 
Arab writer Sulaiman has testified, ^nsist e d chie fl y of levi es _ 
and auxiliary forces of the Samant as, pai d by t hem f rom t^_^ 
Teve'nmes~~ orthe~distnots to them. The Imperial 

Prstiharas of Kanauj in the last sub-period maintained a strong 
standing army but it appears that, like the Peshwas in later 
Indian history, the Pratihaias of Kanauj latterly neglected to 
maintain an efficient Huzur force and Eajyapala consequently 
was compelled to submit to the Turks. U. P. was saved, however* 
from being finally subjugated by Ghazni for two reasons, 1st, the 
incompetence of the successors of Mahmud and secondly, the 
conquest of the Kanauj kingdom by Gahadavalas. Their kings 
down to Govindachandra appear to have maintained a strong 
standing army consisting of foot, horse and elephant and as 
stated in an inscription already noted (p. 212), Govindachandra 
Conipelled[the TTammira to consent to a treaty recognising the 
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inviolibility of his frontier. The Pratiharas hereafter disap- 
peared as a ruling independent clan. 

The other ruling clans which disappeared at the beginning 
of this sub-period were the Eashtrakutas of the Deccan and the ■. 
Chavadas of Guiarat. In both countries,' new strong ruling 
clans were substituted which re-established the power of Maha- -c. 
rashtra and Gujarat. In Bengal, the Pala power declined in 
this sub-period and a new power arose viz. that of the Senas 
and divided rule in Bengal with the Palas, while in Dravida, 
the Chola power beoanie ascendant and attempted a Digvijaya 
extending as far as the Ganges and even the Himalayas. Soon 
however, the Eastern Gangas established again a separate 
kingdom in Ealinga or Telangana and confined the Cholas to 
the Tamil or Dravida land. Thus practically the several 
divisions of India marked by distinct peculiarities of language, 
climate and soil were under distinct ruling families in this V 
sub-period also and formed disinct kingdoms. Why these 
kingdoms, large enough as they were compared with the small , 
kingdoms of Mediaeval or even modern Europe, did not deve- 
lop into strong countries or nations is the problem which a 
historian of Medieval Hindu India has- to solve. Small 
Christian kingdoms of Europe could withstand the onslaught 
of Arabs and Turks and preserve their independence while 
Hindu kingdoms in India, large though they were, finally 
fell before the Turks and Afghans at the end of this 
sub-period. 

The reason appears to be, as shown elsewhere, that these 
different Hindu kingdoms ^d not devel op the sentimgjit-of 
nationality u nder the influence of which e yejn_small-states in 
E^ioprnkTHolland or Belgium, Hun gaTy_OT_Poland^ve 
preserved'^their'independence against the onslaught of Ger- 
many or Turkey for hundreds of years. There was a modicum 
of the sentiment of nationality no doubt in the Hindu states 
in the last sub-period, but even that disapeared in this sub- 
period “for reasons which we have to elucidate in this volume 
(See Vol, II p. 227). The chief cause lies in our view in the 
solidification of _caste wh^ took place in this sub-period as 
^IreadyT^sonHedr* 
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Various causes such as the growiup: ideas of purity of ra ce_ 
and the adoption of vegetaria n food by m any communities 
under' the re^ve'dlnTIuence of the doctrine of ^ ^Ahimsa' in this 
sub-period led each caste and sub-section of caste to isolate 
itself in food and marriage. The Hindu society consequently 
split up into hundreds of self-contained communities and thus 
lost its solidarity. The feeling of self-interest in the indepen- 
dence of the country as a whole was gone. Intermixture of 
blood by marriage in the previous sub-section kept up the 
idea of unity and interdining added its unifying quota of 
influence. Under the revived religious fervour of orthodox 
Hinduism again, it came to be considered that it v/as the duty 
and the privilege of the Kshatriya alone to rule. Indeed it is 
remarkable that all the different ruling families in India in 
this sub-period were Kshatriyas or claimed to be Kshatriyas. 
These ruling families, especially the Rajputs, formed them- 
selves into a closed group under the same influence of caste 
solidification; and lost touch not only with the other varnas 
but also with the agricultural Eshatriyas. I‘he political 
apathy of the people became, therefore, phenomenal. It was 
believed that the kingdoms belonged to the kings as their 
private property and if the Rajput kings lost their property, the 
people had only to transfer their allegiance to the next owner, 
whoever that may be. The rights of kings were to be defended 
by the ruling clan whose privilege it was to rule. .The peoples 
duty was to obey any king whom God chose by giving him 
success in battle, ^he feeling of nationality thus completely 
died ; and even among Rajputs, neither patriotism nor nation- 
ality remained bi^_only_J:he__Bentiment pf. Raj- 

puts forgot that it was their duty to preserve the independence 
of the people of the kingdom. The only sentiment that re- 
mained or was appealed to in the Rajput soldier, was that of 
loyalty or service of the master who paid him ; and as shown 
elsewhere, the Rajput soldiers were ready to die even for 
their Mahomedah king and master when the rule of the Ghazna- 
vide Mahomedan kings was substituted for that of the Shahi 
' Hindu kings of Kabul. It is, therefore, no wonder that the 
Hindu kingdoms of this sub-period were weak and that no 
national resistance was offered when the Rajput armies 9^ 
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Prithviraj and Jaiehand were defeated in single battles and 
these two heroic kings were killed in the contest. 

It is a pity that the keen intellect of the Hindus did not 
find out the true essentials of a state and did not evolve its 
true theory. But this is not to be wondered, as even in the 
west, the paternal theory of kingship was in the ascendancy so 
late as the eighteenth century. In India the same theory 
is propounded in its law treatises. It must be said, however, to 
the credit of Hindu kings, generally as of this period, that they 
always carried this parental idea into real practice and rarely 
oppressed their subjects by acts of wanton cruelty. The 
legend of the herb of longevity given by Ufi in his Jamiyat-ul- 
Hikayat (E. IL p. 174) is interesting in this connection and 
shows how Indian kings, in comparison with Mahomedan 
kings, were less oppressive and believed that tyrannical kings 
had their lives shortened by the curses of their oppressed 
subjects. Whatever the value of this story, it may be believed 
that the inspiring example of Eama, the ideal king of Ancient 
India was always before the Hindu kings and we rarely meet 
with mention of tyrannical kings in mediaeval records except 
perhaps in the history of Kashmir. The expenses again of Hindu 
states were very limited. The absence of standing armies 
and of foreign bureaucracies explains the inexpensiveness of 
mediaeval Hindu kingdoms and the generally less cruel Hindu 
temperament made even despotic kingdoms of mediaeval Hindu 
India well-governed and happy. They in fact secured internal 
and external peace with the minimum of taxation. It may 
seem paradoxical but it is nevertheless true that a despotic 
Hindu king in mediaeval times was less expensive than a 
modern foreign bureaucracy. As we shall presently see, civil 
and military rule in mediaeval Hindu kingdoms was much less 
costly than modern British or Mogul rule. Lastly, the Hindu 
kings had no legislative power and could not enact new laws 
Or amend old ones or impose new taxes. Their zulum where it 
did exist was always personal. The common people were content 
to live under such limited monarchies and never consequently 
worked to obtain political power through popular assemblies 
as in the west. Moreover, popular assemblies also, according 
to the religious belief of the Hindus, had no power to enact new 



POLITICAL CONDITION. 4-ho 

laws or to niter or abrogate old ones. Even civil law and tbo law 
of offences and punishments together with even the nature 
and amount of tasatlon was laid down by theSmritis. Hence the 
need of peoples’ assemblies was never felt in Hindu kingdoms. 
The absence, however, of such institutions, coupled with the 
v/rong theory of state wherein the king was looked upon as 
the owner of the kingdom and not the people, led to one baneful 
result viz. weakness of the sentiment of nationality which, 
completely dying in this sub-period, the Hindu kingdoms of 
India were easily destroyed. 

The king was thus not assisted in the administration of tho 
country, by any popular assembly or constitutional ministers, 
but by ministers appointed by him and holding ofSco during 
his pleasure. How many these were and what w'ero their 
functions, it would be interesting to find out, not from Niti- 
sastras (books on polity) whose dates of compositions are yet 
unsettled, but from inscriptions recorded in this sub-period. 
And curiously, inscriptions usually recording grants of inam 
villages do contain tho names of all the ministers as well as 
local and provincial officers. This list is generally most detailed 
in Bengal inscriptions and w^e find the following ministers 
mentioned therein : 1 Rajamatya 2 Purohita 3 Mahadharma- 
dhyaksha, 4 Mahasandhivigrahika 5 Mahasenapati 6 Maha- 
mudradhikrita (Great Keeper of the Seal) 7 Mahakshapatalika, 
8 Mahapratihara 9 Mahabhogika and 10 Mahapilupati (E. I. 
XIV p. 159).'' The word Maha attached to these names showed 
that there w'ere ofScers subordinate to them while they personally, 
waited upon the king and were the head of their departments. 
(This word Maha was first added to these names by a Ivashmir 
king Vol. I p. 209). Besides those there were the chief queen, the 
chief prince (heir apparent) and subordinate kings who are also 
mentioned in inscriptions ; but these w^ere probably not always 
consulted though the land grants required to be brought to their 
notice also. In Gahadavala grants we have mention of the fol- 
lowing ofiScers : 1 Mantri 2 Purohita 3 Pratihara 4 Senadhipati 


® In MadanapaU'a firant (J. B. LXIX p. 71) wc have besides 7, 8, MabHsH- 

fflanta, and Mahakutnaratnaiya i. c. the great sardar and the great minister for princes. 
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5 Bhandagarika and 6 Akshapatalika, besides- 7 the Physiciati, 

8 the Astrologer and 9 the Master of the Household (Antahpurika). 
The Duta is mentioned also and the queen and the Yuvaraia or 
heir apparent (Govindachandra’s inscriptions I. A. XYIII p. 15 
and E, I. IV p. 101). In a Chedi inscription of Karna are 
mentioned : 1 The great queen 2 The great prince 3 Mahamantn 
4 . Maha-Sandhivigrahika 5 Mahamatya 6 Maha-Dharma- 
dhikaranika 7 Mahapratiharl 8 Mahakshapatalika 9 Maha- 
bhandagarika 10 Mahasamanta 11 Mahapramattakarl and 
12 Maha&vasadhanika (E. I. XI p. 41). Unfortunately _we 
have no mention of court officers in grants of the Paramara, 
Ohandella and southern Chalukya kings. But as already stated 
(p. 247) Thana Silahara grants not only contain the mention, but 
also the consent-signatures, of 1 Mahamatya, 2 Mahasandhi- 
vigrahika, 3 Srikarana and two Bhandhagarikas. The Bhadan 
plates (E. I. XII p. 251) in addition to these, mention 1 Eajapu- 
tra 2 Mantrl 3 Purohita and 4 Amatya. The chief minister is 
further described as ‘bearing the burden of the care of the 
whole state.’ Erom these descriptions not differing much from 
one another in the several states, we will try to find out what 
and how many ministers assisted the kings in this sub»period 
of mediseval Hindu history. 

The chief queen and the chief prince as also the physician, 
the astrologer and the Purohita or religious preceptor were 
persons of importance in every kingdom; but they were not 
ministers. The prime minister there was, but he was called 
Mantrin in some and Mahamatya in others. The word Mantrin 
means counsellor and Amatya means a constant attendant. 
The foreign minister or Mahasandhivigrika is there, as also 
the chief revenue minister called Mahakshapatalika, a word 
substitued in Thana by Srikarana or master of land register. 
The finances and treasury were under the Bhandagarika. The 
commander-in-chief was also there. In Bengal there was in 
' addition the chief officer for elephants, the elephant arm in 
Bengal being maintained at great strength (in fact, the kings of 
Bengal were called Gajapatis) and in other states there was 
the chief cavalry officer. It is curious to find no mention of 
the Chief Justice or chief judicial officer. Probably the king 
himself decided such cases as came to the highest court with 
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tbs help of all thesG officers and assessors, as vie will sbow 
later. The king vras not bound to consult his ministers though 
ho usually did so. In Thana, however, it seems that not 'only 
was he bound to consult them but that the signatures of consent 
cf his five ministers were necessary for the validity of Jand 
grants and presumably of other state orders. This rvas a 
practice peculiar to the Silahara kingdom, of Thana. It shows 
the advanced nature of its administration, involving the doc- 
trine of the reponsibility of ministers. Or perhaps it may be 
that Thana being originally subordinate to the Bashtrakutas, 
important ministers were appointed from the imperial court and 
their consent was considered necessary to every important act 
and the practice continued even after the SiHharas became 
independent. This system, however, of medimval ministry 
together with ministers’ names entirely disappeared in Mahome- 
dan times, so much so that when Hindu rule was revived under 
Shivaji, we have different names and functions assigned to 
ministers as we proceed to show in a note. 

NOTE—SHIVAJI'S ASHTAPRADEaFA. 

Ono would expect to find the names of ministers in Hindu kingdoms 
of the 12th century used in the constitution of ministry created by Shivaji 
when ho resuscitated Hindu kingship in the;17tfa century. But it seems that 
the Mahoraedans of both Northern and Southern India had: so completely 
changed the whole system of administration that nothing remained of 
the mediosval system or nomenclature. This speaks highly of the inde- 
pendenco and originality of the Mahomedan administrators. For even 
tho British administration retaino some names and features of tho 
preceding Mahomedan or Maratha administration. How tho names and 
functions of Shivaji’s ministers differ from those of ministers in modiroval 
Hindu India will appear from the following, Shivaji’s Ashtapradhana 
or eight ministers wore: 1 the Peshwa or prime minister, head of both civil 
and military administration 2 Senapati 3 AmHtya 4 Saohiva 5 Man- 
tri 6 Sumanta 7 Panditarao and 8 Fyayadhlsa. Am5tya was revenue 
minister and Sumanta was foreign minister while Saohiva was privy seal 
or record keeper and MantrT was Private Secretary (RSnade’s Rise of 
Maratha Power p. 126). The name of the chief minister Peshwa was taken 
from the Mahomedans as people had been so completely accastomod to it 
that even Shivaji could not change tho name and thought it fit to retain 
it. But the Mahomedans who succeeded Mediaeval Hindu kings never 
thought it necessary to retain any old names. Perhaps Shivaji considered 
it neooDBury to show to the people that he was as independent and power- 
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fulasthoBijapur Sultan and had his own Peshwa. The other names 
of ministers introduced by the Mahomedans such as Mummdar, Surnis, 
Sabnin Dabit &o. were changed and new Sanskrit names were assigned and 
ansociated with some different functions. Mr. Shejvalkar in his paper pub- 
lished in the Quarterly of Itibasa Sanshodbaka Mandala, Poona (July- 
Oot 1923) has the credit of pointing out that the names of the eight 
ministers were taken by SMvaji from Sukranitisara with one or two 
exceptions, viz. 1 Suraantra, 2 Pandita 3 Mantrl dPradhana 5 Sachiva 
6 Amatya 7 Pradvivaka and 8 Pcatinidhi. The Senapati was properly 
nut in place of Pratinidhi; but the functions of others were changed from 
those given by Sukcamtisara. Thus ‘'Sumantra was finance minister, 
but with Shivaji he became foreign minister. AmStya was land minister 
but with Shivaji ho became finance minister. Mantrl was foreign minister, 
but he became household officer. Sachiva was war minister but he became 
Privy Seal.” (Shejvalkar).. These details are perhaps not quite correct. 
It is clear that these names and offices are quite distinct from the names 
and offices mentioned in modimval inscriptions. Even the Sukranitisara 
does not give the names and functions which were in vogue in the _12th 
century A. D. and we are led to surmise that the Nitisara is a work written 
in Mahomedan times. Pandita is a new name entirely though the function 
was the same as that of the old Darmadhyaksha of mediaeval times. 
PradvivSka is a name not retained by Shivaji but it was changed into 
Nyayadhi^a a name not found in mediseval times or even in Smritis. The 
Akshapatalika. the Sandhivigrahika and the Bhandagarika are names 
forgotten in the days of the Nitisara. Amatya has a new meaning and 
fuiiction assigned, while Sachiva is entirely a new name and is assigned a 
function for which strangely enough there was no distinct provision in 
medimval times. Thus the whole system of court administration was 
forgotten in later times. How local administration also underwent change 
of nomenclature will be seen from the next chapter. 
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CHAPTER VI. 

ADMliaSTRATiOl?. 

The nattiTe of civil and military administration in all 
countries was practically the same, though slight variations 
existed. Its system has been well described in the Smritis as 
also in the different Hitisastras and since the discovery of the 
Arthasastra of Eautilya, we have got now a complete idea of how- 
administration v.'as carried on in so ancient a time as the days 
of Chandragupta Maurya (300 B. 0.). The same system of 
administration with important changes continued through the 
medimval Hindu period treated of in these volumes. V7e have 
already described the system in our first volume as it existed in 
the first sub-period (600-800 A. D.) and in the second volume 
as it obtained in the second sub-period ( 800-1000 ). We will 
here describe the system of administration which obtained in 
this sub-period (lobo-1200 A. D.) and which, though practically 
the same as before, discovers several varations. Unfortunately 
Al-Beruni does not assist us on this subject as his treatise on 
India does not speak of the nature of civil and military admi- 
nistration in the Hindu kingdoms of his time. But the detailed 
deeds of grant of inam villages issued in this sub-period supply 
us as before with interesting information on the subject and 
v/e proceed to give the details of administration as they appear 
from these grants. It is strange to find, as we shall show later 
on, that this system of administration of mediaeval Hindu king- 
doms entirely disappeared in Mahomedan times; and we find 
no trace of it in the revival of Hindu rule under the Marathas. 

the executive. 

India remained divided, as stated before, into several 
kingdoms large and small, tbeir number being given as fifty- 
nine in the Yewur inscription of the Chalukyas of the Deccan 
(LA. VIII p. 18); probably this number is preserved in the 
number fifty-six of the Marathi poets of later days. The larger 
kingdoms such as those of Gahadavalas, Palas, Chalukyas and 
Oholas included several minor kingdoms which were feudatory ; 
58 
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but these practically wielded independent power and must 
have been counted in the traditional number 59. The head of 
the executive in each kingdom was of course the king who was 
always a Kshatriya or Rajput and kingship descended here- 
ditarily.'^’ The most important branch of administration in 
a modern state viz': — legislature, was absent in . mediseval 
Hindu kingdoms and the king was thus only the highest 
executive and judicial authority in the country as also the 
source of all honour and greatness. 

The chief queen or Pattamahishi* and the chief prince or 
Yuvaraja were important personages next to the king and 
appear to have had some executive powers in the state. They 
of course acted for the king in his absence oriduring his illness 
as has been seen in some Gahadavala grants issued by them 
in Madanapala’s name ( p. 214 ). From ancient times ( vide 
Ramayana ) the Yuvaraja was appointed with great ceremony 
and a Gahadavala inscription mentions the appointment of 
Jaichand as Yuvaraja (E. I. IV p. 123), In some southern 
inscriptions, the name of the Yuvaraja, usually a brother, is 
joined in inscriptions. What the exact limit of his authority 
was cannot be determined. We have in the last chapter described 
the king’s ministers with their duties and designations. 

Proceeding to describe first the revenue administration of 
the Hindu kingdoms, we find each kingdom divided into what 
are now called Districts and Tahsils or Talukas. The Sanskrit 
words for these are sometimes different. In the north a district 
was called Bhukti while in Malwa and Deccan it was called 
Mandala and Rashtra respectively. But in the South we find 
no names used but the number of villages mentioned signified 
the district as well as the taluka. Even the Eonkan kingdom 
is described as Puri-Konkan fourteen hundred. The districts or 
divisions were often very large and their limits sometimes 
changed. Thus the Karahataka 12000 in Chalukya days included 
even Poona which is a very old town as a grant recently edited 
(E. I. XII) by Stein Konow shows. The mode of describing 
a portion of a taluka by the number of villages it contained 
' is to be seen even in the north as shown later on. The 

® So called fromPattaor golden band bound round tbehcad of the queen who parti- 
cipated in the ceremony of coronation of the hing. 
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Tahsil or Taluka v/as usually called Vishaya and its boun- 
daries rarely varied. The word Pattala a new v.^ord used in 
this period is, hov/ever, constantly found in U. P. (Gabadavala) 
grants. Its meaning cr modem equivalent cannot be ascertained. 
These Gahadavaia grants do not often mention the district 
but simply mention the Pattala which v/as really quite 
sufficient. In Sena grants in Bengal have both Bhukti and 
Mandala mentioned, and in Pala grants we have Bhukti, 
T'ishaya and Mandala mentioned, klomdala being subordi- 
nate to Vishaya. In a Malwa record we have Mandala and 
Prati-Jagaranaka (a new word) while within it a smaller 
division is mentioned as the 48 of Vodasira (see Appendix). 
The town and the village was the last unit, except in Bengal, 
and there is no mention of a smaller division than these. 

The authorities entrusted with the administration of these 
several denominations were the Rajasthaniya (viceroy) for the 
Bhukti or province, the Eashtrapati for the district mentioned 
only in southern India grants, the Vishayapati or Tahsildar 
mentioned in almost all provinces and the village officer 
called Pattakila in Malwa only. In grants from northern 
India the inhabitants generally of the village granted as also of 
the adjoining villages are addressed and they are always 
described as consisting of Brahmins and others, the latter 
described further in detail as Kutumbi (from which the 
Marathi word Kulambi is derived, meaning the settled family- 
man a^iculturist), Eayastha, Duta, Vaidya and Mahattara 
(Patel probably) down to the “ Meda and Chandala ” vide an 
inscription of Paramardin (Appendix) ; often they are described 
simply as Janapada. These named persons seem to have some 
duty, vrith some income assigned to them, in the village. 
There are besides many district officers mentioned such as 
Sauikika, Gaulmika and Tarika i. e. officer for customs duty, 
officer of gulma which very probably was a Police Thana and ' 
officer for navigation. In XJ. P, and Bengal much traffic, both 
passenger and goods, was carried on by rivers and this was 
under a special officer. In Southern India, in places where 
rivers were crossed, there was a small tax to be paid to the state 
as also a fee to the navikas or boatsmen ; these were also under 
an officer. There were separate Adbyakshas or superintendents 
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as they were called for state forests, as also for royal goSalas or 
cattle-breeding operations. Finally operatives or servants in 
employ under all these civil officers were called Chatas, the 
employees in the army being called Bhatas. All these persons or 
public servants required to know of inam grants of villages 
as they had their duties to perform in connection with them. 
For instance inam villages are in all grants declared as free of 
the entry of Oharas and Bhatas, No civil or military servant 
could enter them to purchase provisions or exact labour. 

The head of the village was called Pattakila as stated 
above in Malwa records and Gramapati in Gahadavala records 
and Gramakuta or chief of the village in Gujarat and southern 
India records, the word Gramakuta still surviving in the form 
of Gamot in Gujarat, Malwa, and Konkan. The village was 
self-contained. It had its guard, its messenger, its doctor 
and its astronomer, also its scavenger and executioner or Meda 
and Chandala, 

The details of the rights given to donees in the villages 
are explicit and are very interesting, showing that in non-inam 
villages such rights belonged to the state or the villagers 
themselves. In U, P. grants under the Gahadavalas, the right to 
the iron and salt found in the village was very important. Iron 
and steel were necessary for carpenters and soldiers while the 
sea being distant and means of conveyance difficult, salt was 
a precious thing in U. P. and the inamdar was entitled to all 
the salt that could be produced from saltish wells in the 
village. Very probably as stated in Vol. I, salt was taxed by the 
state and there was a special officer who superintended the 
income from salt-tax. The ditches and the unculturable land, 
garta and ushara, were also valuable and belonged to the donee 
in khalsa villages ; such land belonged to the state or the vil» 
lagers conjointly. The details of things granted in inam villages 
are interesting and discover the nature of revenue administra- 
tion in these medimval kingdoms. Thus in Gahadavala grants 
the detailed list of items granted are water, land, waste-land, 
stones, hills, river, forest patches, mango and raadhuka (Mahua) 
trees, iron, salt sources, “whatever is above and below’V 
The mango and Mahua trees -were important trees in IT, P. 
and unless specially owned, they belonged to the state in 
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khc-lsa villages. So also -^reTe stone quarries and iron mines 
and salt veils, hills and forest patches.’' But with regard 
to the last we have further to remember that there were 
certain portions c. state forests which v.mre open to the 
villagers for cutting iirev.mod (see Vol. I p. 135) The further 
description in almost all grant deeds that the village is granted 
upto { including ) Trinayuti and Gochara which may be 
translated as grass meadow and cow-grazing-land, shows that 
every village had its pasture and covr^-grazing-land and hence 
the supply of cow’s milk and of bullocks for ploughs vms always 
assured. Grass meadows and cow'-grazing-lands to which the 
cattle of the village had free access, are apparently not now 
reserved in villages. A grant of Paramardin dated 1166 
(Appendin) mentions even sugarcane, cotton and sana (jute) 
plants along with mango and Madhuka trees. Apparently these 
w’ere important products in Bundelkhand and are, therefore, 
specially mentioned. It does not, however, mean that in khalsa 
villages government had any rights in them. 

Turning now to the taxes levied in villages we find these 
mentioned in detail also as they were to be paid to the inamdar 
of the village. It is curious to note that the word Udranga 
which was in common use in the first period (Vol. I p. 132) is 
nowhere used novz (except in a grant in Thana E. I. Ill p. 267). 
The expression generally used is Bhaga-Bboga-Kara-Hiranya 
which to our view refers to the usual portion of land produce in 
kind (1/6 of the land produce)! and to the tax in money on profits 
of trade and manufacture (1/50 of profits) mentioned from ancient 
times in the Mahabharata and the Smritis. It, however, appears 
that in the kingdom of Kanauj under the later Pratiharas 
several minor taxes were imposed in addition, many of which 
it is difScult to make out. The list is as follows : 1 Kutaka 
2 Dasabandha 3 Vin^atyaprastha 4 Akshapatalikaprastha, 
5 Pratiharaprastha 6 Akara 7 Turushkadanda and 8 Varava- 
jjhe (Basahi grant I. A. XIV p. 103). There 'are other taxes 
mentioned in other Gahadavala inam grants such as Kumara- 

® In plain Bengal there was not much forest and the small brushwood trees thus 
were important. These are speclallv mentioned in the wnrtl ‘ Zbata and Vltapa 
included' The word Zh'ata is Zbada of modern vernaculars. 

t This included on doubt other products besides corn such as flower, vegetable etc 
detailed in Vol. I p, 152, 
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gadiyanaka ( I. A. XVIII p. 15) and PravanSkaia (E. I. IV p. 109, 
123). E. 1. IX (p. 102) also adds the word “the permanent and 
temporary taxes such as Kumaragadiyanaka This indicates 
that the revenue administration under the declining Prati- 
haras became somewhat oppressive and the system continued 
even under the Gahadavalas. Turushkadanda, of course, as 
already explained,'was imposed for paying tribute to the Turks ; 
but perhaps this was taken as a precedent for imposing other 
minor taxes, a prastha or handful for the Akshapatalika or 
revenue minister, another for Pratihara or chamberlain, and 
so on. The tenth and the tv/entieth imposed, for what persons 
or purposes is not clear, remind one of the chowth and the 
tenth part (Sardeshmukhi) of the Marathas levied from Mogul 
dominions- All these were paid in kind. 

The money tax on sale and purchase and on profits on 
manufactured goods was taken at the Mandapika or toll house 
in every town and probably the bazar in every village. And here 
also besides the government tax of 1/50, minor taxes were im- 
posed -for charitable purposes, and possibly for the benefit of 
certain persons. An interesting description of these taxes is 
found in an inscription in Kathiawar (Bhav. In. p. 157) : “In 
the Mangalapura (Mangrol) Mandapika, on every cart loaded 
with corn 4 Karshapanas and on every ass-load 1/2, on every 
camel-load of betel leaves 1, on a cartload of such leaves 1 &c.'’^ 
Some contribution was also made from the state daily income 
in the Mandapika. Many of these details are not well 
understood now, but it is certain that the money tax was 
called Sulka and was levied at the toll house. 

Passing on to describe the revenue ofiicers, we have the old 
name Vishayapati for the Tahsil officer in almost all grants. 
The Rashtrapati is mentioned as the District officer in Deccan 
grants while 'in Bengal grants he may be indicated by the 
Rajasthanlya. The Qahadavala grants strangely enough do 
not mention these officers though for the Pattala there must 
Have been a chief officer. In Malwa v,^e have the name Man- 
daloi still surviving which is the Prakrit form of Mandalapati. 
Thus generally there was a revenues officer with name ending 


• There Is 1 K. to be paid oa every Dynta or SambliniJ. 
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:n pr.ti. He v'as probably not iiereditaiy but removable at the 
".'ill of the king or the chief revenue minister. It is worthy of 
notice that the name.s Deshmukh and Deshpande which were 
in use in the Deccan even in Mahomedan times and are still 
in use there, are not found in inscriptions of this period. Though 
they are Sanskrit and not riahomedan names, they from this 
appear to have come into use in Mahomedan times. Further 
there is no oSicer corresponding to Deshpande who kept the 
record of the District in the medimrai inscriptions. Eecord 
certainly was kept in the village as the village record 
keeper named Earanika is often mentioned in inscriptions. 
We have already shown in Vol. I (p. 130) that Akshapatala, 
according to Eautiiya’s Arathasastra v/as revenue record house 
and Akshapatalika was the head of the office in the village ; a 
word which probably v/as shortened and changed into Patta- 
kila of Malwa inscriptions. It is the origin of the modern word 
Patel or Patil. The head of the village is called in inscriptions of 
other kingdoms, graniapati (J. B. LXIX p. 71) or gramakuta or 
simply Mahattara (the modern form of which is Mhatre in Kon- 
kan). The Patel was assisted in the village administration by 
the Earanika (keeper of register of tenants), a word which sur- 
vives to this day as Earnika of Eonkan, Eulakarnl of the 
Deccan and Earanara of South India and called Kayastha in 
Northern India, see Parmardideva’s inscription (E. I. lY p.). 
The other village servants mentioned in it are 1 Duta or 
messenger, 2 physician and 3 Mahattara (Patel) down to 
4 Meda and 5 Chandala. Among villagers there were 
Brahmins also who are usually particularly mentioned as in 
Paramara insc. (I. A. XVI p. 204) which simply addresses itself 
to ‘Yaishayika or Tahsil officers, the Pattakila and the country 
people (Janapada) Brahmins and other than Brahmins.’ For 
towns or Pattana there were special officers (E. I. IV p. 101). 
These village and town officers must have been hereditary 
as at present. 

Land was measured (Vol. I p. 133) and Nivartana (acre) 
is a word usually used. But sometimes the extent of the 
land granted free is given as cultivable with so many 
ploughs (I. A. XVIII p. 15). The Naihatti grant of Ballalasena 
(E. I. XIV p. 159) -gives not only in very: great detail and 
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precision the boundaries of the village granted (which are 
unintelligible but which detail the nature of land record) 
but gives the whole area of the village in number of Unmana 
or measures ( not properly understandable ), as also total 
produce (again not understandable) and the income in money. 
This is, strangely enough, very small being 500 old Kapardikas. 
If Kapardika means one fourth of an - anna, this means an 
income of about eight rupees. But we must remember that 
money value then must have been much greater than now 
and again apparently this was only the cash income of the 
village, the greater income being in kind (l/6th of grain 
produced). The sale and purchase of land as also of inam 
villages appears to have been allowed, as we find the fact 
expressly stated in the Semra plates of Paramardideva 
(E. I. IV p. 153),* These transactions were probably registered 
as they could be verified from official records (see Vol. II p. 339). 

It must be noted that documents, especially state docu- 
ments, must have been drawn up with care and ceremony ; for 
we fin'd the land*grants inscribed on copper signed and sealed. 
The grantor king usually signed the deed himself using the word 
Svahasta or ' my hand ’. This signature must have been made 
originally on the Bhurja-leaf paper and then copied on the 
copper plate. Sometimes instead of signature, the grantor king 
wrote at the end the words ‘ Mangalam Maha^rih ’ (auspicious 
and prosperous) and sometimes added his signature also as in 
I. A. XIV (p. 349). The land grant v^as proclaimed on the spot 
before inhabitants of the village granted and surrounding 
villages by special state officers ; and their names are 
mentioned at the end in every copperplate grant. Some grants 
are terse as in Malwa while others are very detailed and write 
a ^eat deal of the family history of the grantor as in Bengal, 
(there are instructions in Smritis as to giving this history). 

Among other revenue departments, the Sulka or tax on 
merchandise and manufacture was the most important and 
there was a Saulkika (modern Sayar officer) in every Vishaya, 
There was also a Tariba (officer for river crossings), also an 
officer for mines Akara, for breeding operations of cows, buffaloes 
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and sheep (J. B. LXIX p, 71). Benj^ai inscriptions usually 
contain a detailed list of ofhcers which include a Kshotrapala 
fcfncoT for fields), P'-lr.rapilla fprotector of state boundaries), 
Xcttapala (officer for forts) besides the above (ditto). The 
list shows that the revenue administration in Bengal (and 
presuraablv in other states) was as detailed and organised 
as in modern times. 

It v'ould be interesting to see what coin was in use and of 
what value. The Drarama and the Dinara are constantly men- 
tioned, the former usually of silver and the lat f or of gold. Dramma 
is Dam of Mahomedan times now only remembered.'"' Its value 
was probably equal to four Rupees (Vol. TI. p. "-i’2). Rupee is a 
word which appears in an inscription in Kathiawar of the last 
period (ditto). In Thana we have mention of Drammas. In 
Konkan there is a mention of MalavaraNishka (Bombay J.R.A.S' 
IX p. 2-fl). Malavara is Malabar and it appears that the Nishka 
< varied in v’eight and value in different countries as rupee did 
in Mahomedan and Maratha times. Nishka is a golden coin 
mentioned even in the Mahabharata. Of lesser coins wo have the 
mention of Kar.shapana which is probably the equivalent of the 
modemanna.the very word anna being probably its abbreviation; 
and nest of Kapardika which was of it probably. It would have 
been most instructing if we had anywhere the mention of the 
total revenue of any particular state in money value ; so that 
not only the value of mediaeval money but also the income of 
mediaeval kingdoms could have been determined by compari- 
son with present figures ; but unfortunately we have not come 
across any such statements. 

JUDICIAL. 

The next, and according to Hindu ideas the most impor- 
tant, function of the state is the Judicial, The Hindu king 
from the most ancient times personally dispensed justice to his 
people and sat in court every morning to hear suits (Manu). 
In his absence the Pradvivaka (judge) acted for him. In 
mediaeval times the same practice obtained as may be seen 
from the RajataranginI (Vol. 1. p. 206). There is no mention 

® The Moiiul Dam was a copper coin and not a silver one and 40 Dams made 
one rupee. 
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n IMPORTANT EXTRACrS PROM ORIGINAL 
INSCRIPTIONS. 

(1) Bijolia inscription A. S. J. Bengal Vol. LV pp. 41-43 

5G 1 RTrTJrTLH'FJ ^T- 

W. 1, ri5i^5SH^#r 

1 ^TFfg^cq ( I «fTfI|c5N- 

im 3 n «fj^ostqi%qf^iariEri?in%^V- 

i^^T^cT=}T.s^^ ?ririi§^T'Ti^: II ')■*■ II ^cffqiisiiTr^xf^nNKrq'Cfr 

%sr «nf?r’T§^ifqci i 


^^^^R(=7r^T^^ II 3*^ II SiarilT^S^q' 

^?^n^l’8Rl?J7r It 

' ^T%i ^ ^frg^r ^ ^'n^Pif%criT%n|t%- 

^rni^o^T: ii ii . . .^fTFcnrsw^ N^f: i "i^ci 

’irq^r tf^cITTc?^: ll ^o ll ^srrf^'lt ^rSiqt ?5 cTI q%^T | qTcTrRSrf^ 
li'TRi^ ==! ^Hi^oT 11 11 =^1 foswri ^ %?[ TqjqirJrrf i i%%- 

qjRf’JT«I[??rfTH%q5l551Vf55in:f?f} 11 q_:i, n rP?3qpn(J5^f^a:qtlMJ sp^: II 
rRJTT^M?r^^JTin[tHq[%^fT?rj \\\^ ii ^ i ^ 

Jira^fpTW ^f%5(%5iq|5fn ii ii 

?t^;5qiqqf{ i ^rMcTp/iHp^fHq^r^qRq’ =qi55iR[ra^O ^Icts h^mi 


•Cl C\ 

^'iR^RiS^'^lP^WTcr: 'sinKRT^q: i WHsqi^icrT q^'SRRnp^rru^iiqt^; iR^ii 

^ , W ^rs ^ v>.<-s 

imiq0^«r^ ^tqiN^ q*. qin^Rs: qi^^^mq; i 

n ii ^ jq 1 qi«i%i^ 2 i iqmi^^^gq i 

^q u fi ^q pR u ii ('^^'3; 'mrj^ii'q^ 3 )... 

q7tC^ i;iS[^PT^ I ^ ira® ^*11 1 111^3^ 

TTiw^ffR-^T ^ ...^qni?qqq7i?R5qmra3^5#^i^ 1 

(2) Govindchandra’s inscription (1109) I. A. XVIII p. 15, 
aR<TqiHic^^H; S(^R^vr«iv: 

q; 1 sTN^'f qi^sqiOT H?i^i vnwr^w ^ 



iubiCIAL ADMINISTRATION. 467 

Cross examination of witnesses is not allowed. Brahmins 
and Eshatriyas are not punished for murder ; but they are 
expelled the kingdom after confiscation of property. For theft 
a Brahmin is blinded and his left hand and right foot are ' cut 
off. A Kshatriya, however, is not blinded. Other castemen 
are killed. This evidence shows the severity of punishment 
inflicted even on a Brahmin for theft in this sub-period. There 
is no rule in Smritis as to the number of witnesses. As the 
parties were never represented by pleaders (entirely a British 
institution in India) cross-examination was perhaps never 
thought of. But the great formality in swearing of witnesses 
and the dread of punishment in the next world probably made 
witnesses more truthful than now. The august presence of 
the king must also have added its influence in compelling 
witnesses to tell the truth. This must also have reduced the 
number of oases, especially civil, to the minimum. 

Al-Beruni describes the various kinds of ordeals which 
were resorted to in cases of extreme doubt. Perhaps he speaks 
from law books and not from observation. For it has always 
been a mystery as to how any party could consent to perform 
such ordeals as are described, since the man performing the 
ordeal is always sure to be defeated, as nature must have 
her course whether the party performing the ordeal was 
right or wrong, unless some trick was resorted to. Whatever 
the explanation, ordeals are prescribed in Hindu law books ; 
and apparently they were resorted to in this sub-period also^ as 
evidenced by Al-Beruni. 

■ POPULAR ASSEMBLIES IN SOUTH INDIA. 

In the peculiar condition of South India i. e. in Eerala and 
Tamil countries, unlike in the rest of India, popular assemblies 
existed and enjoyed execub'ye and judicial powers. In these 
countries, the anciant Dravidian population was not only 
preponderant but probably more advanced than in the rest of 
India ; while the superimposed Aryan people were in a great 
minority and they considered themselves so pure that they lived 
in almost xepellant aloofness. Yet there were village Panchayats 
everywhere and district popular assemblies and assemblies 
for the whole state as is evidenced by inscriptions. These 
inscriptions being in Tamil and Malyalam, we are precluded 
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Let us take the four supposed Agnikula clans first ; 1 The Paramiiras 
are distinctly said to belong to Vasishtha gotra because they were born 
rom his fire and not because Vasishtha was their purohita. In the Udepur 
Prasasti we have Erf^rfr^l^ VT ^rcT?fr?r(t tTmTO?!:. And this gotra still 
continues in this clan even among the Marathas, 2 The Chabamanas 
are Vatsagotri. In one inscription the first Ohahamana is said to be 
born horn Vatsa Rishi’s tear ; and in the Bijolia inscription the first Cba- 
hamana is said to be born from a Brahmin of Vatsa gotra (or in the gotra of 
Vatsa Brahmin or Rishi). Vatsa is not his purohita, 3 The Pratiharas 
are said to be born from a Pratihara Brahmin and in another place from 
Lakshmapa brother of Rama. (Their gotra has not been ascertained). 
4 The Ohalukyas are said to be bom from Dropa’s chuluka and hence of 
the Bharadvaja gotra as stated distinctly in a Kalachuri inscription. In 
fine, these four Rajput clans are born in the gotras they invariably claim 
upto now ; and the inscriptions referred to above are all of a date anterior 
to Vijnane^vara. His dictum was clearly then unknown. 

Turning to Rajput clans which are lunar, we find that their gotra is 
usually Atri and Atri is no doubt their progenitor being the father of the 
moon according to the Puranas. This fact is distinctly stated in the 
inscriptions of the Kalachuri Haihayas and;of the Senas, The Yadavas, 
the Ohudasamas and the Jadejas also give Atri as their gotra and this is 
true by the theory of descent and not discipleship. 

The solar Rajputs no doubt present a difficulty. The Guhilots of 
Mewad, the Kachhwahas of Jaipur- Alwar and the Rathods of Jodhpur- 
Bikaner are solar race Rajputs and their gotras are respectively BaijavSpa, 
Manava and Gautama. Now in the Vamsavalis given from Manuthe names 
of these Bishis do not come in. We have, however, shown in Vol. II that 
many Brahmin gotra Rishis are Eshatriyas such as HSrita, Gargya, 
Mudgala and others. We have, however, no tradition in the Purarias to 
hold that BaijavSpa, MSnava and Gautama were solar or lunar Rsjarshis . 
For all that we know, they may be. But the most plausible explanation 
seems to be that these clans, when they became distinct in most ancient 
days, attached themselves to these Pakshas for ritual practice and were in 
effect adopted into these families, and therefore they have these gotras and 
Pravaras. The expression in the Purapas that Harlta and Mudgala attach- 
ed themselves to the Paksha of Angiras shows this clearly and in one 
place they are called even sons*. It was by adoption and not by disciple- 
ship that these gotras were taken in ancient times. For the theory as 
well as the fact is that if a different Purohita is taken, the gotra does not 
change but remains the same. Therefore, the theory of some is that the 
gotra* oi these Rajput clans were taken in very ancient times from their 
purohitas ; but these once taken cannot be changed at any subsequent 
time (seethe opinion quoted below ). This is in a sense adoption and this 
is the reason why the gotras of the Kshatriya clans have remained un- 
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CHAPTER VL 


Lir.-CuACT. J.ITD LITERATURE. 

Vro Eho^>i’ed in Vol. Tj (r. H) hov.* the second sub-period of 
Hindu j\lcdircval History (FOO-IOOO A. D.) vras characterised 
by the rise- of the modern vornaculnrs of India under the com- 
bined influence of political and religious causes. Buddhism 
being supplanted and Hinduism coming to be reconstructed, 
the study of Sanskrit v.-as resorted to Vv-ith greater energy and 
the nev philosophyfof Sankara especially had to bo explained 
to the people in their own language. The Apaldiransa languages, 
therefore, throughout Aryan India underwent change by the 
use of Sanskrit loan-v.'ords in their original or Tatsama form 
and Sanskrit and nev,* conjugntional and inflexional forms also 
( were introduced from Sanskrit. Even the Hon-Aryan languages 
assumed nev,' forms by the use of pure Sanskrit words and 
acquired new grace (Vol. II p. 168). Thus the modern Sanskrit- 
born vernaculars were evolved in the preceding sub-period, 
via. Bengali, Hindi Eastern and Western (Rainstani), Paniabi, 
Guiarathi, and Marati ; as also the modern Non-Arjmn verna- 
culars Eanarese, Tolugu, Tamil and Malyalnm. In the present 
sub-period we find all these languages so far developed as to 
give rise to literature as classical as that in Sanskrit. And it 
is curious to note that in each of the provinces of those lan- 
guages difTerent forms of the alphabet also grow out of the same 
old Sanskrit Devanagarl alphabet as evidenced by Al-Boruni. 
He enumerates the difTerent alphabets of India as follov-’s 
(Voi. I p. 173); “The most generally known alphabet is called 
Siddha Matrika used in Kashmir and Varanasi. These are 
.he high schools of Hindu sciences. The same writing is used 
in Mndhyadesa, the country round Kanauj also called Aryu- 
varta". This is the Eastern Hindi script. "In Malwa there 
is another alphabet called Nfigar which differs from the above 
only in shape. Then comes the alphabet known as Ardhana- 
gara as it is compounded of the above two. It is used in 
Bhatia and some parts of Sind. ( This is a verification of our 
view in the geographical chapter that Bhatia town and province 
(p. 173), was to the north of Sind, a part of the Panjab to the 
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west of the Jhelum). This is probably thembdern Panjabi script. 
Other alphabets are Malaivari used in Southern India on 
the seacoast ; the Saindhava used in Almeansura ; the Karnata 
used in Karnatade^a ‘ whence those troops come which in the 
armies are known as Kannara’, the Andhri used in AndhradeSa 
the Dirwari (Dravidi) used in DirwardeSa ; the Lari used in 
Larade§a; the Gauri used in Purvade^a by thelBuddhists.” 

Now this is a complete survey of India so far as alphabet 
is concerned, and we may take it that it also rep resents the 
state of the country as regards language, a state which is prac- 
tically the same as ^now. In Eastern Panjab andj Kashmir, 
down to Benares we have the Eastern Hindi with its peculiar 
script, in Malwa and Eajputana western Hindi, in northern Sind 
and Western Panjab we have a language distinct from others ; 
and Sindhi in Sind. On the sea-coast a still more distinct 
language and writing which, is called Malawari, Perhaps’' 
this was imported from Malabar by sea and the Saindhava at ' 
Almansura must be a mixed jargan of Arabic and Hindi. Both 
apparently do not survive now. Gujarati (alphabet and 
language) apparently had not a distinct existence in 1030 A. D. 
as even the name Gujarat for the province had not come into 
existence at that time. It will be seen that Al-Beruni does not 
mention the Marathi alphabet; probably the Lari or the 
language of Lata as spoken in North Konkan is another 'name 
for old Marathi which became uniform when the Yadavas 
became supreme in the 13th century even in Konkan. Marco 
Polo (1280) mentions that there were different languages in 
Gujarat and in Thana, Marathi is now a general language 
'^which has suppressed its different dialects viz, the Ladi of 
North Konkan, the Konkani in south Konkan as far as Goa, and 
the speech of Maharastra proper, Yidarbha and Khandesh, 
owing to the supremacy of the Yadavas and the prevalence of 
the Bhagavata worship of Vithoba of Pandharpur both of which 
things happened about the end of this sub-period viz. from 
1170 to about 1200 A. D- That Marathi as a distinct language 
with minor dialectic differences had not only come into 
existence but had developed about the 12th century is clear from 
the literature now found of the Mahanubhavas and even Dnyane- 
§vari of 1290 A. D. in its fiinished excellence presupposes 
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the development of the language at least a century before it, 
T\e find a Marathi sentence in an inscription from Konhan 
recorded by the Silah5ra? of Thana, In Bengal also it may be 
taken that the me Jem vernacular of that province had come 
into literary existence at this time. Its different script, the 
Gaudi, is mentioned by Al-Beruni. 

In South India already its different vernaculars, the 
Kanarese, the Telugu, the Tamil also called Dravidl and 
ivlalyalam had come into literary existence. We have given in 
Vol, TL (pp. 173-4) extracts from Dr. Sir Grierson’s Survey of 
Indian Languages showing hov/ far iiana,rese, Telugu, and 
Marathi literatures go back. 

Besides we have many inscriptions in this sub-period 
written in Kanarese, Tamil, and Telugu. A Sanskrit inscrip- 
tion of the Eastern Gangas of 1075 A. D. gives its subsequent 
portion in Telugu (E. LIV p. 314). We may, therefore, be certain 
that all the modem vernaculars of India, both Sanskrit-born 
, and Tamil-born, were fully developed at this time as spoken and 
written languages with graceful, literature in each, Mahanu- 
bhava writings in Marathi with DnyaneSvari coming a hundred 
years later, Pampa’s Adipurana in Eanarese, Nannaya’s Ma’na- 
bharata in Telugu are works which still survive. Some works 
in Eastern Hindi and in RajastanI (Dingal) still exist though 
they have not yet been studied. And Prithvlraj RSsa, though 
in its-present form-it is an extensive amplification, in its nucleus 
goes back, according to our view, to the end of our sub-period. 

This vernacular literature is chiefly in verse and is 
generally a translation or imitation of Sanskrit poems or 
Puranas, But original works in Sanskrit on a vast range of 
subjects were written in this sub-period to which it would 
uotT be out of place to direct the attention of the reader. The 
j^great seats of learning were Kashmir and Benares, as even 
Al-Beruni records and Nadia in Bengal, Tanjore in South India 
and Kalyan in Maharashtra. Kanauj and Ujjain perhaps were 
also as famous as before ; the learned men of the Madhyadesa 
who were great Mimansakas in the time of Bana and Kumarila 
were still famous, studied Vedas and performed Vedic, sacrifices 
as zealously as before.'*-’ The list of subjects includes po etics 
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(Alankara), philosophy, law (Dharma&astra), Logic (Nyaya), j 
grammar, astronomy, medicine and music. Mr. P. V. Kane has 
given a detailed history of the development of Alankara&astra and 
shown how Mammata (1100) and others evolved the theory o 
Dhvani in this period. Philosophy also had its contribution from 
Ramanuja and others which swelled the already vast philosophi- 
cal literature of India including, as it did, Sankhya and Yoga 
(common to all), Jain and Bauddha (unorthodox), and Kumarila 
and Sankara (orthodox) philosophies.* We have already 
noted how law was studied in all Hindu kingdoms at this 
period and how solid works like the MitaksharS were written. 
In Logic again a new depature was made by Hindu logicians 
at Hadia. Hemachandra’s grammar Siddha Hema has already 
been mentioned. In astronomy Somesvara son of Yikramanka 
of Kalyan was a royal author in this period and Bhaskara’s 
Siddhanta-Siromani (1150) the greatest Hindu work on the subject ^ 
belongs to this time. ' In medicine Dalhana of Bhadavara 
near Mathura and Ghakrapani, court-physician of Raya- 
pala of Bengal, wrote detailed commentaries on Charaka about 
1050 A. D. The great learning of king Bhoja of Malwa 
and his authoritative works on many subjects have already 
been noticed. The land of Kerala was famous for learned 
astrologers and physicians (Marco Polo p. 376). On the west 
coast and the east coast, under the Kadambas and the Cholas, 
music was greatly studied and dancing was specially developed. 
And in Kashmir Harsha acquired fame by his musical composi- 
tions and also his patronage of music. Thus Hindu intellect 
maintained its reputation for acuteness and brilliancy in this 
sub-periodby the production of such works asKaya-Prakasha and 
Siddhanta-Siromani, Naishadha Mahakavya and Gltagoy^a 
the most charming lyric in the world. Indeed this galaxj 

eminent authors Bhoja and Mammata, Bhaskara and Ramanuja, 

Jayadeva and Sriharsha and many others illunimes to soine- 
extent this sombre period of Mediaeval Hindu history of India. 


from the following description of a great Pandit ^nE^. I. P. * 




1. SOME CRITICISMS ANSWERED. 


(1) DR, EEI3H^-ASV5•A1^Y AIYAKGAE ON AGHIKDLAS, 

Dr, KriEhnas'sraniy Aiyangar in his Journal of Indian history (April 
1925 pp. 123-124) endorses our view about the Gotra and Pravara of 
Rajputs and agrees “ that our position is sound.” He, hovrever, expresses 
his dissent from our view that the Agniknla tradition is a myth and 
says that it goes back to centuries earlier than even the Rasa. We have 
maintained in Vol. II that the myth arose after the Rasa, from a wrong 
construction of its story. The doctor refers to a mention, in a Tamil poem 
of Sangam date, of a chieftain born in Agnikula. But we have shown that 
the Paramara tradition always was that their first hero was born from the 
caorificial fire of Vasishtha. But even the Paramara was known as a 
solar-race Kshatriya being born from Vasishtha’s fire and inscriptions of 
this sub-period (1000-1200 A. D.) nowhere mention three Rajput vamsas 
solar, lunar and fire-born. We have already shown the importance of an 
incoription of the Gahadavalas wherein Chandra is said to have resuscita- 
ted Rajput vamsas which are said to be solar and lunar only (p, 221), And 
Chandra probably enumerated the 3G Rajput royal families. It is, therefore, 
certain that in the Medimval Hindu period only two vamsas of Rajputo 
solar and lunar were known. 

Secondly, Dr. Erishnaswamy Aiyangar refers to the tradition of 
Pratiharas being born from Lakshmapa as known in the south and mentions 
that the Pallavas were also said to be born from Vishpu’s brother. Bat 
the Doctor forgets that he is arguing here against himself. If he believes 
that the tradition of PratihSras being descended from Lakshmapa is well 
founded, then there is no jumping to the conclusion that the Agnikula 
tradition is a myth as the conclusion becomes irresistible and itself jumps 
on us ; for the Pratiharas being really Suryavamsi can not be looked 
upon as Agnivamsi. Indeed the Agnikula tradition has no basis in history, 
being unknown to inscriptions of this period, all the four Agnikula families 
Chauhan, Paramara, Pratihara, and Chalukya being described in insoriptions 
as solar or lunar. The Marathas in the Deccan have no Agnikuli among them, 
^hough they have Chauhan Paramara, Pallava and Chalukya among them. 

(2) P. GAUBISHANKAE OH GOTEAS OF RAJPUTS. 

Rai Bahadur Gaurishankar Ojha of Ajmer, on the other hand, believes 
the Agnikula tradition to be baseless but holds that the gotras of the 
Rajputs are not indicative of their descent, but of their disoipleship. 
In short he follows the dictum of Vijnane^vara laid down in his MitEkshara 
(c. IIOOA. D.) jihat Eshatriyas have no gotras of their own but have 
to take the gotras of their purohitas. In his paper in Nagari Pracharipi 
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Journal Vol, V, No, 4 (p. 43B-443) he holds that the gotras of the Rajputs 
■were always taken from the purohitas upto the period they observed 
Vedio ritual; but "now even that is given up and now the gotra of 
the Rajput and his purohita are different ”• ■ This itself ie wrong for 
the Rajput still performs Vedio ritual and there is no reason why the 
gotra of the purohita should be different from that of the Rajput. We 
have given the arguments which show that Rajputs had always gotras 
of their own and that VijnSnesvara’s dictum is wrong, in Chapter V, 
Vol. II. The arguments advanced by P. Gaurishankar against our view 
are: Ist, that in the Saundatananda Eavya of A^vaghosha, Krishna 
and BalarSraa are shown as taking different gotras from their different 
gurus and the Sakyas similarly took Gautama gotra; 2ndly, that in 
inscriptions we have instances of Rajput families having changed their 
gotras. How both these arguments are ineffectual we proceed to show. 

The fact that Kshatriyas have gotras of their own appears from the 
ancient Vedio Sutras dating from before 200 B. 0. as shown by us in Vol. II 
and this is our strongest argument. To quote against this Vedio authority 
a story given in a Buddhist poem of about 200 A. D. has not much value. 
Indeed this is a question of Bharma^astra and must be decided on Dbarma- 
dsstra and particularly Vedio authority. As will appear from the S^stric 
opinion obtained recently by us and attached hereto, the Vedio Sutras 
distinctly hold that Kshatriyas have gotras of their own. 

The Buddhist tradition that Krishpa and BalarSma had different 
gotras because they had different purohitas is absurd and is not known to 
Hindn PutSpas. The guru of both was Sandipini of Ujjain as stated in 
Harivam^a and BhSgavata. Secondly, it is not true that Srikrishpa’s gotra 
•was Gautama as stated in Saundatananda (PatrikS p. 439) and that of 
BalarSma was Gargya. Stiktishpa's gotra must be Atri as his descendants 
the ChffdSsamas and others have that gotra still. The statements in the 
Saundatananda are on their face absurd and may even be interpolations. 
We know that the Buddhists made many misrepresentations of Hindu 
traditions (e. g. they stated that SIta was wife and sister of Rama) ; and 
one cannot attach any value to this Buddhist poem in this connection. 

Nor is the historical argument of Pandit Gaurishankar sound. The in- 
Blanoes of change of gotra are all found in inscriptions later than the 12th 
century and were all influenced by Vijnanesvara’s dictum. VijnSneivara s 
authority being generally respected is still wrongly influencing the Rajput 
community. But we have quoted in Vol .II inscriptions dating' from before 
the Christian era wherein Kshatriyas mention their gotras. And the 
Chalukyas of the Deccan and the Pallavas of South India never fail to men- 
tion their gotras, MSnavya and Bharadvaja, in inscriptions which date as 
early as the sixth century. If these gotras were not their own but were 
those of their purohitas, they can never be expected to have been mentioned 
in inscriptions. And indeed inscriptions of later times distinctly mention 
that the gotra-rishi is the progenitor of the Kshatriya clan as we go op 

ehp'W ip detail. 
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Let U9 take the four supposed Agnikula clans first : 1 The Paramaras 
are distinctly said to belong to Vasishtha gotra because they were born 
from his fire and not because Vasishtha was their purohita. In the Udopur • 
Prasasti we hpe W c5i% TOR45T:. And this gotra still 

continues in.-'this clan even among the Marathas. 2 The Chahamanaa 

Vatsagotri. In one inscription the first Chahamana is said to be 
born from Vatsa Rishi's tear; and in the Bijolia inscription the first Cba- 
amana is said to ba born from a Brahmin of Vatsa gotra (or in the gotra of 
Vatsa Brahmin or Rishi). Vatsa is not his purohita. 3 The Pratiharas 
are said to bo born from a Fratihara Brahmin and in another place from 
Lakshma^a brother of Rama. (Their gotra has not been ascertained). 

4 The Ohalukyas are said to be born from Dropa’s chuluka and hence of 
the Bharadvaja gotra as stated distinctly in a KalaohHri inscription. In 
fine, these four Rajput clans are born in the gotras they invariably claim 
upto now; and the inscriptions referred to above are all of a date anterior 
to Vijnane^vara. His dictum was clearly then unknown. 

Turning to Rajput clans which are lunar, we find that their gotra is 
usually Atri and Atri is no doubt their progenitor being the father of the 
moon according to the Furanas. This fact is distinctly stated in the 
inscriptions of the Kalaohuri Haihayas and;of the Senas. The Yadavas, 
the ChudSsamas and the Jadejas also give Atri as their gotra and this is 
true by the theory of descent and not discipleship. 

The solar Rajputs no doubt present a difiSoulty. The Guhilots of 
Mewad, the Eaohhwahas of Jaipur-Alwar and the Eathods of Jodhpur- 
Bikaner are solar race Rajputs and their gotras are respectively Bai javSpa, 
MSnava and Gautama. Now in the VamsSvalis given from Menu the names 
of these Rishis do not come in. We have, however, shown in Vol, II that 
many Brahmin gotra Rishis are Eshatriyas such as HSrita, GSrgya, 
Mudgala and others. We have, however, no tradition in the Purapas to 
hold that BaijavSpa, MSnava and Gautama were solar or lunar Rajarshis . 
For all that we know, they may be. But the most plausible explanation 
seems to bo that these clans, when they became distinct in most ancient 
days, attached themselves, to these Pakshas for ritual practice and were in 
effect adopted into these families, and therefore they have these gotras and 
Pravaras. The expression in the Purapas that HSrita and Mudgala attach- 
ed themselves to the Faksba of Angiras shows this clearly and in one 
place they are celled even sons*. It was by adoption and not by disciple- 
ship that these gotras were taken in ancient times. For the theory as 
well as the fact is that if a different Purohita is taken, the gotra does not 
change but remains the same. Therefore, the theory of some is that the 
gotra* of these Rajput clans were taken in very ancient times from their 
Purohltas ; but these once taken cannot be changed at any subsequent 
time (see the opinion quoted below ). This is in a sense adoption and this 
is the reason why the gotras of the Kshatriya clans have remained un- 
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changed for centuries. Gotra and Pravara, like the Veda and SskhS -which 
the clan took up in ancient times for theperformanoelof ritual in accordance 
with it, cannot change at any subsequent change of purohita, 

Gotra and Pravara amongst Brahmins cannot change and they indicate 
descent and not discipleship ; why should they indicate a different thing 
among Eshatriy as? This difficulty, as also the fact that even in ancient 
inscriptions, Kshatriyas mention their gotras -with pride and hence they 
could not have been borrowed from purohitas led us first to our view and 
we discussed it with two learned Pandits in Jaipur, Madhusudana Sastri 
(Maithila) and Vitesvara Sastri (Telanga), and on their agreement 
propounded it with confidence in our second Volume. As doubts have since 
.been expressed in many quarters, we :quote below their written' opinion 
specially obtained for this .volume. 


5 


affl^ fofiW ft'-TT ^ Ul^f 

tT^ro? snrat=i'p*l7=ilW I 

g ct^g^nw- 


i 


> 35t 

»il5r Hg: % I- cnl ’tNt 

stm gt I'. swr 

STfita iHT f.. wTS'^ STlfl^tEpr >rl^ wpi I- w s^Sj- pr 

siiim% P t f g? ^ 5?^ xiWT. 

i^wicrppi«ff KFPprfoscPg 3.0 1 

These two opinions proceed on different grounds but come to the same 
conclusion. Viresvara Sastri bases his opinion on the Sutras and distinctly 
says that Vijnanesvara’s dictum is wrong. Madhusudana Sastri says that 
the gotras were taken from Purohitas in most ancient times and cannot 
now change and thus they may-even be looked upon as PrStisvika (their 
own). He thus avoids the above mentioned difficulty, of explaining how 
the solar Eachwahas of Jaipur have Manava gotra. The difference of 
gotra, therefore, indicates difference of clan. The Guhilas of Bhavanagat 
are different from the Guhilots ofMewad and the Eaahods of Jodhpur- 
Eikaner are different from the Rat-hods of the Deccan. 



II Important extracis from original 

INSCRIPTIONS, 

( 1 ) Bijolia inscription A. S, J. Bengal Vol. LV pp. 41-43 

^;fpT 4 T- 

1M3 „ ^lHns>^TUlW-fn%^V 

^Rq: w^iqm; imv „ 

%if f {?j?n??rqq^ '■-riNTnaN’ii^N i ^fifR^gni^Rqjqi:; 
NqRINFPF qj^Nq? ^qSI%...RIc3; || 3*^ n SMfllcqts^ 

^^qrf^l’fSTNt Nl^'l^^nqqef: ^NqqqiHaqHEq^p^^j^. „ 

II ii...qj?nPcrq«iN^;^^}^'t 

TO*! "^f^qraq?: 11 q 0 II ^qrfeTi cjqrsigi ^ q^r qSf i qmc^^^q 

Nqrq^ =q- N^q II :i«l II qqieiff ^ q^^vqf ^ ^ T^qTTJrq \ f^- 
q;iqf''m[qWl^T^t^;7^?}T?l; ll n N^gvqrgj^l^KqTirq; spjqrr; 11 
^T^ffMfr^^qPTilqqqq^: || ^,3 |) 3lfqqR\^-4^ iq^^T^qq^q^ I ^ 

Rtwfniiq 5 f% 51 >q|pr 11 ,1 

’=mJiqtqfS I =qiqPR%^0 ^NJ IRHlI 

’^itN^ifftqqRqrefRr; 1 ^qsqiqcfi q^Hi'Siqql^iqitiNqcj; ir^ii 

qNiq^%«n: ^cqfq^ qs qurqiq; iqk^^qqrq; 1 q^pig^ 

%iq-gqr5 %fq^G^F/r u ’x'» ii ^q Jsflqi'qqiqiq iqiqj^^gq 1 ^jri% 

^<qRnqf ^qRqjfi^qi 11 ii (qqq; qq^qqiq^ 3 )... 

qT|^ §i?qTN^ =q pq# i fil^iqfq qpr q jrd! qqi 1 gfl^gq 
q^qi q$quiqi^pqf c[=q ... qqqi^qqqq^qsltqq^j^^i^ fef%rr i 
qfr^iR^5(gqi?piqqq?#^fqriq'i3; n 


(2) Govindohandra’s inscription (1109) I.- A. XVIII p. 15. 

aqq; qiRNqq qq; 1 aif ^t^^^s^sq'isgstq-rG 1 q(q; 

^q^?q q: 1 ^Tgfjqf qi?iqic5q’$ q^iq^ qw rtniR^; i ?iq qnwr^iq ^ 
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wr ^ II I 

S’rN^rTT^t-^'STTT^lts II ?5c^ ?J5- 

^r^EiT^53: sn'^irfT^ ^ ii ?r ^ 

N'Tic5^lHFr: ll w^FFSTcrmi- 

T%cII^lNq^q^«flN^lT^FM^l^JT^H^R^H0nT%crJ3: II Nrsilf^^iT^frlT- 

#cF^7^T§^^«rFriWn^ ^Rn^sf^nwiT ii iHicHN^qjTR^t tI^^ 
^5in%fri ^iHcTi ^TN^F^PT*. n cr^ift^t sm 

H<JFf!=5i=^f^: I ^Fiir^R^snTrfsf%N: q^fecr: ^sp^t: cfs^ ^f^JI n 

??^FfNT fl% ^TmNFl^HF: i PFJTT- 

fH^?T WfT FFTlf^rm'^ PT^ ^PTPl^f ^PTtl% ^ II l^RWIP’fls'ltP^^^' 
|PHTP -^TFllp 2|pPfHlOT5plS^ R'4% II Pl^Ttp 
li^^lPJSiS^F^IPPnsi ^ofip^'t^p^^: PT^ 11... 

'TpHN?rp^FTf]PT#I^PI^pFsqp^>^H%s^H^5^1'Tlf^cI^15^5^M'TFT^pN. 

^TpR^ 11 aF^^pFT^ 11 ragd^PFJi^T pi^if pfrjt- 

JT^Jp5T?l'T^I^Tl%c51^l^ STf^lWl^W II pI^lfftrnq^^l^ciiHieqi^'PS:-. 
f^^NT^i^N’Pf^Fri%^?^iqFTFTtqT%prwn'^^P5^ 

^^[5^11% ^ 1 app^ ^ R%p ^cncmpiica; gcrfi- 

pr5JPTR^i^f?|^^ 5=r R^TPT^ 5isni% 'sf^ci’p jf^i ii...3Pifp 3; fpsifit =q§" 
f^sfFTff j I pr^pw: 

TN^fcr: F^TITO«^^;i‘^'Mkn^3PI^Pn|H: ^ ^ W ^ 'i'^ # 

^^'TP^n^r PT^F =^nNi’E^pnJp?»qp 'ftinp^'p; ppp^t^ 
^[cr%F ^T PipPN Pli^R HTrUl^IPIRFTaJr NSPIT^- 

ip??3;5rpr NFP^^FiNRFPTPfpr pfipp^pfripitt^^ Firfir^icfsJ^ 
apfFIwBfip^pFT §RnN<PMpiM*j|!Hl^'J?jTyr'^’^FT N^IPTI ^PI^PrfPcil^%5T 
%F?R4^q^5rp 1 PT^affcm^En^^ =sfiPFJT?^ 37^ fi% Nrqr w- 

^7^FIFr NIFNiF^^'^PTTF^emr g^J’s^t^ar^FIEl^I^PT ^rfNp>n^?TR^- 
SF^RlIpiRFFI^RqcrPlFl^ l^rRpPlf ap^F^R ’^^UISPFPWF N^TfnWF- 
g’P^PTS^’P I F^F3: I) 5=f %fITC?Rr 5FT«PR5l^f 

«r?^ FffHt 

l^Tpf^ PflN^P^ 
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(3) Esfcraofc from another Gahadvala grant. 

** ’ II nn% 

rtri^ ^NiDi^H-nh'4uit|jpF?<N srjn: 3 

^'TTN^ fl%r 

.^. ^^'n^Tc??{Tqji^cr®[^q^iq^?}ifr |p»T?fr^g; w^'r- 
^ frrc^4F;M[|R: R^irn|;I%?Tg^ cTi’?- 

RNPT l ^IRcf: 

IM 0 II Tgf%^ qiROT^ Rl^ifST Rf S JlfTiJR; 

II 

(4) Extracts from Gahadavala grants E, I, IV 

(p.lOl.) ?^t^^5rac5I^HfI^T^^^WT^^^WR%c5^'F^Ig^»Tc^I^I^q=^r 
?MlT^rg5iMJi^[5ilf|Rqf^?i^in'TmRi'JiinTf^i^qsiR^pTRws^ : 

^ ^ >4^1 ^ J Jl l I j ^ u rTT&yrrt^^ Ly i i i C i - i i fV i » i ■..«« _« 


igaiBEaiWKiitaiBmciGi 


^ ^RR! RcIlfS'lOIEFi: RRi^qRjG RRorf^: RR^qi*. RRR^T^- 

RRRTil^ff4dM<iui^idJil^G4Ri; ... 

^ I f^%NWn>T#f RJTS^ ^RlfM II 

( p. 120 ) 

( P, 121 ) l?qr 

( p. 123 ) WiTl^%'Rn%IRII%RlR: 

(5) Extract from Basahi grant Inscription of Govindchandra 
I.A.xiv p. 103 

RRF I...Rqf3: 33^3..,RgRiqr R^5|^- 

Rqiq^Ri ^ R^^cifi rwn rw R«nRit 
RRWpSR |cnii |?RI ^RflqTfcSIRT RRI 1 

RTRiR RRT iRRRR^prRIEpRRlcnSRl'^R; RIR^^^RRN- 




silEcUira 


=RgiIRlff^3i5!. . . . .%IRRklR. 
61 


,m aqsl^ 

R[>5irwir^iRte«f}RraR 
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(6) Naihatfci grant of Ballalasena E. I. XIV p. 159 

cT^FTT?^^ |qt-^q^iJnJ=^;5TCIsq^ ^H^'. I 

f^?5rat^i ^ 1^ qi5io5^5S 

...?r ^ p4iR--fiHqA^Hi<i%?f«fiMvr^’4^’=b'tj'i^i:icj; i rtfiv^n^T^ 

'•-^ 'J ^ ly ■V 

^rifqTWi^ i 5R?T^=pra^ ir^iq^F^- 

TTfFnJi^ 

^n fiF t ^e^qs trn^^pi^^’^^Mrdi^ra; apqt^^ 

STf<i^q^l^Tf7i?;T ^ ST^fridciiHL-d^dS^p^qH ^q^?! sni^- 

^ pfi^FiraiR ^T3Tif nTdqi'^ ?Rn%# ^ \ Hcpq^g wr T^T«rR«ijiPT 
3^f^:qn% vij-ciui-^iHUi^^ ?3F^'^sXTra^ira^^fi‘^'' 

^HEnWH^di: '^!’3''w H •»^' 

^lsfl?i^VIH; 3qlfCR^#Vl^fT d-=ll^ddlti6i%a>1T^i%: n | i' 

qFTo^ ^q^q? q^Mqa^^lcTTFn^J 

?j5nsiVdq: ^PT^qR:: gjqrqjinf^t ^r^iiqn^: qRpvfqis; 

^'q^’TFqiq^^rTt arqrs’TerqR^T; 3T^T%5;jr5TT^5 ^fP^cToapTRqji^'^- 
tWRrilcf: \ qnf^R'R'q: wsnv qrstPT 

55^ifNn;^Tj|oT; ^i^g,Miis:q<'<i'qi^<;sHH'i<w 

^pR^^p?STwnE^ni^ sn^ra^^taqlqis^^p^ a^^H?Hidp^Ti%itr- 
^fqiiTit ^'|PT«PT^i^H^i'|pqiR’5T PRrnq^ipiPTqp^ 

JiT-^wi^; grcfj’prf^j ’TiTqRpR ’iqmF^nq^^ fr^q^ncR^rn^ 

qicR tprqkqicj; qTc5#q»3: i ’Tqi^ =qm vi?i\5<i??PT: 5=?5fq7T; 

RraRi%5 ilimw: aiR^sii5i55^TTOJ ariqii^p^f^ qjcf^ ?R^=Rffif{i- 

fq^rfl^ ^ ■} %]r^ ?4 t{ 
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(7) Extract from Madanapala’s Insc. LXIX J. B. (p. 11) 

iWwHqi^qi^ijEqnr: q^«n:: t^hrstw. R^RRrfto sfiiFR^ 
^ qjlSFiR^^TTNI' 


f^'ti^q qr^^q (cd'tjlgH p??p'qT^?ifqc5°qii^riq> i%sijif 

T^^piNIqRiT^e^r^ frr^raM^RRT*T^3iFirq?jnoT f^q qiHqi qqi^cTf^ 
^iH^'}5'‘iiic’Mq3MiSHlc4q-^S'g'«|U|^irt'^q5‘J(f(i(Sid'qid*iddqc}i|c{ig; i a?R}tp;iT- 
^iNfrra: ii^Jiqi^q%%T: qraqiMfsn^rang; R^^Tn ^ir-^dfq^^ i q - qo^i^d 


\ V -• •• -• ' 

■ 'T^f^ NS^rf RFINf^ ^enqiN RRTfl^# =N I ?qqRPa: I N^IlqTt 

Nim ^^q#ngqfqj|T^=qiqNfcr: Rtb: ?Rp?5Nc5 

RR^J RgTsRCT; R^iqRKJ qR|HR^{ srqiSRSq^^T 

sTf^Rc^GTT^; RRwnqNrqfl^oqiKqtqiqy'^t i 

3iTq?^^%iRyRqn^ fq^rcRRRiiq ^mnr^TiFii^^ 
^Tifl5Nri%t%c5smrN RilNsiPi^epr^iTW 

'R^mUkiN =q»RnlfiqRd5RiRqcy5«nf>^^RfR5^wqiynN #Tq5sqr%5nN 
qfld5qq::,(p4}q^?q^sq;Tf^Trf5) q^Rfi^^fifV’TRidqjiqi: ^ gq r y qteqq n '^R 
R^WKdyRcyl^d^i^uil^d NRq?N WRHIsRR R^^nwfR; 

^ Rqf^j Rqpqi^TRfgR: id. srq^pjiRfRiq?- 

q^mig i^NiH^RjjRT^gR tN R igRl^ 1 Ri^qifdi'R*^ ligiq^GW^NonR^- 
^ NNRJI55 ^ « =q^- 

H \ ...^ ^fqJc5Rira#...^g?5:#^: i y7Fdi%i|^!«fiRiR: 

II ir3% R^qi^ 3P2^ q%?y^ i RTRiq^IJR f^fr 

.r^r^crr!^ II 

(8) Eztraot from Semra plates of Paramadideva (Chandella) 
St 1223 (1166 A, D.) E. I. IV p. 153. 

^NRqi filRN. R8 Ro ^q%qi5gNRr.,.R^Rq^...qi°’!n:RR^‘^i^c5gw- 
T%I^ RflRPRRft^ I'^^'f ll.,.TC#im^ ^151 gl^Tqr rf«TT 
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dU 


H^o^o5^cn^ ^f?3[ gTfilimi% ==[iw 


rs rv r*s _ 


^xirTRISl^fli: =tTIHT: !?Ti5T^STc5T: ?r^q^<i1g;5rm: ^TOIJTRl^^t^frq^^: 

... 3p3TZRniT^^'§- 

aiRT ^=Efdq?n^?HI !^i3; ^^^3 3^^... 

Rr^r^c^qi ^cicq 

TP-'T5?f fcT^r^ |fqT ?nriFnir«Tt flHTq^'^ ^THT- 

:?^i:.,.TO^T^5i^^T455i^^Frf ^qt 
q^T^...ff^ ’TTwl*TU%j^^^-sr: yHqdd5q>3[ i srrnqt^i^^^qf 


q^RR: 5fq?isqi%RqTfiR: 

5^f^53: 3T%iq =5Rn^Fqr>i^:^R 

^v5fFrr«Ti qj^df ^q^dl c^HmidN^hq qr dsqcu r qjRpq^ qjcf^ 

RR RR II T^%d qs:fiq^ i 

3T#rf ^ r%is?fpTR#T I Rqc5 Rfi«n: ii 


(9) Bhopal plates of Udayavarman Paramara I. A, XIV p 254-5 

3^ I qr^fR 5^f#RTi5^ m. \ 

RRRT M qpT^rsTTffiRiT^ n q: ^5 1 

q?rqT?fwq^fRU^e>^f'R5T: 11 qiwo RfRio q^o afiHiqxTlqR^q' 
q T c( [ gt - q n R q. r. r® qo sqcnW 

qmpFJnRM cq iqu^^r R?ifHT^ 

5qN^^Rfq’%qi^'qTcr ^iRffSRRdiqrf ^'^dq^q^^T='!^icit-=t'r'C 
RR H^rfRR JifijRi; ^<Tqd^ 11 

R%T5^ qRRTWiq? qi^vTi^spsT^RTR^Fq^R Rop^rqRRqntR: qR[- 
^TRHqiRR^q ^FRd^jsrq^ RqRq? q?i%s ^q^ra; orRf^FqtfiqFFR 

q; qsn 11 ap^TiFf; jqiRqjqqq^cfR q?q3fi^T^q?5i^^T^TcT 

RRFq:qrR3T^% ^ 'JH R’^RTW Td«Tf R^TnqTq?Rr 

qRqqR R^iq^TR^qr qqRr qqi^ ql^qiqr ^rtc^t wqq'R^Rr^fl qR- 
tpq ^qqqqHf^qFd'cfcq Wqi3^ ’Piq^rf Wllq^ VFFq=4 ^?f^TT^- 
’Tiqi^'R: l?qi RTq> 3 # Rqiq qq^ 1 %: q^RpfteRT g-'Rq^q ^ 

^^R^iNRdr ??^qr qfeqr^SRcT ^rf^qrR^ ^qq qq ^ff =qiq^q 
... wTt^rrq jpl^Fqntq^^r i^qq^q qFr?Rq^TiT%^ arra^iR 
q^qilcT i^o[ 5$qRr Ri?pjRr qi^tqiq ^qT?iRi%fT qoriwqt RRrR^q 


ESTRACIB FROM ORtQll^AL INSCRIFTIOKS 


Ms-ci: rid^ viHiM^l^ 'T^IptHIT c^.^! ^'4T ^W-'H ^'-TF^?TFiR^i5PTFT' 
Si i. I M I i ■: T- *i 1 Vi 1 ^-T 'Fpi '-T^ fps I mIHIh 3TVHI Moln tllMl'-Mnc 

^i'-T^iH'jl’T^ »>!'■] i^ i "ri --j h'i - J I ih] '-I H M 4 •■ H '- '^ t 

v «('\^— • ^'**0 

'7TF:n'TM'/T -ff cn^: p^Rnin^'P 5TimFT:';n: 


(10) Extract from Gobarwa pinies of Karpadova E. I-XIp.l41 

(fsT^^PT: t.. ■-i’-jiaKT: .. •) ET 'ffM •■IlHcMm'iH'-^lrl 
q o — {i-i rn^>'^ ?T p 1 4 1 n^'TFi <■<- ''i "i a t Fm'-'i-i 

^Al^ri 1 . ..Mf Iqal la '71 H^.lHlr4) 

^ c- 1 ^ 'P i I 'J i T- r c I 1 FEI ^IHP^sMiK^ »n^:l>nln"-nl PT^TR^- 

^'41^,1 M^'a',iiMln'pl ^R~'Tt'''^T'^7lrinI^ a'4l“4TMlH'Hd.<t-n3,^^^ 

«TmT 4^?7E4Fn%n%4T RRi«'WnMai^4Td 4FTaI?r 4ta4T4 ^4T5TFR14 

4^ ~4f mRI^ tFTc5F4^: rHSETR'-Tav: 

fiPTr^iaTO^ €lOTI4FT SFTEil^ inF5T4I4 

s ./ •^si, 

<7103n4I3TIT%5TfFT ... <nlcaT '-THq^T RFRIT'E tFr«r^q — 

4^: JTE^I 44r<R54^4T44mf|<oq]i3;^qriJ:i^iqrqr^qi: l^?rW1^5iT- 

qT7lfq'?^?PTtqt,..f^I%7T 1 I 

(11) E^cfcract from Miraj plates of Jayasinba Western 
Chlalukya of Kalyan A. D. 10S4 ( I. A. VIII, p. 18 ). 

44IWVJTH^ 

?nqTi%T?4T4 m w y-ttHiw 7^ 

?4qT^ 4 V ^TH^^FTIw 4WFd iq:u[14PTO'JTT 

3^^Tfl%JT4T4 s4??T5<d*TiqdHNl(%4R<?a^^'q^4i-4iqiWJ:...R’7qT^:qTf4 

ggjfrwmwTv ^RiqrqisTTq 4^11^ ^tEiPT^tn^Fi ^qtJiFt- 

v^q^RT ^i^^qEfs.mqr ^^^r^Em^q^Appiyri^ q^^’nqwnv q^f| 

d $tq I 'd jqi I cl q> tl 'iqv '?{ I'q^FTJW F[S’>P^4TR; ?T4EMI^-tuq|^q; f%4iqen4- 
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« ^PT^ h?p4t; «ri: «fiJ ii 


(12) Extract from Bhadan grant of A-parajita Silahaxa 
E. 1. ni,p.267. , , 


3TT ••• 


qfolcl: ) ... 


•» «,3TT=n^^Y«fteiP# ot- 

. . . =JT§^pnfRTdR55T'|i ct'tJ i^s un . ci jm 
R;^KN*^^ t ^d^ ^g[TW»it...gngniqTl»Tg...(^TO^ii^ 

'^n^PTSSR^T*. . . fu^cd^^PI . . . SIF^^TH^N^^'iiHTu ( oi h '4 ^IT'jT^l^JPTT 

RtrPT «TS?n 

#3^ qsjqfisn^JTl’Tff^f^T ’ETHT; 1 ^ 

^ tR'T?^ i ... Ti^Hos$s^«TiiT^TOT%cf^ 

ilfIJTIc?! «ft%*Tl5^rR^?rTF'5^^ 'Jltidq<'^^-idl y^ldFM^^d 

sn^ipcT^ST^"^ ^TRR^ m p’3I...g«n 5 ?IcR«IT 

:q|5l ?[?q5?TR^TSir^FrfP#T tMJ'ciW 3T#JnNT^^ 


(13) Extract from Bhandup plates of OkMttaraja E. I.XII* 
Silahara seal has a raised Garuda and a golden Garuda banner. 

?[rS 

'T^^'ddM<\i'^d'*TT "^^PT^i^PPC Mwiiclg^Wt+K ?IH1^&! 

^ 1'^ aTTTtr?P7^<3rTq*iaT 

^r ... 3T[j%rq 

1 


ilXTRACIS FROM ORIGINAL INSCRIPTIONS 
(14) Extract from Bhavnagar Insc. p. 157. 

P1’4KT ^TTHts^ I ^-! sTF^- 

fj[t gl'n^ple 'itf^T^cFr^ ^o^ino-rFr^KRTNCiriWo. II oniR 

!la<RT^'*TI^-3c:^RInsR o ^nRI- 

q^pTGi^l ^ Rln'i-iitiHi^^.^ r;TiR*R''M ^fc:7P^m7i?:Ttii^. 1 

... RMi«lkMS;lk'^T-'H^>'-n •y.r'-r. H ji 14 --m mR^'RR ISRRiHS o'^I^St'n 

II ... \ ...nRl'-ilS^.^H^R^fni M'’-* 

RaFiFJJT fR|He 3^ STPsRRf? 1 5 II 'TIRT^ tRR 

I s n I MlRfPTI 'iVl 

w 
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APPteNt)li. 

Ill 


^rqjR: i f|^FnH^^qTi 

^WT^sTT II i rrra^ rrm qr^raw^Tfr- 

II aPE?T ^ il II 

iT^a^«TH^ JimsT^vi cfsTf \ q- q^HnJTr|H?fnw: ii 


Iht. 3Tn^f5T5,-Tw«?^^T a^Tifq^ H^r^qj3;!5|-ii^i?7ciqi?^5iq ^on- 
?T^r%:ii^?5TiJTfiTO^DTW i^Tfsq i|^Tra]%Mi3?ncimFn|^?T5iiim 
f^q; 1 fl^RJTis^ H qiqr§: II ?itVi ^FnJ^Tg^^i- 

^q:i qfia^^rmHq i gi^rniqnnq ^ 5§?Tf : u arm- 

^5rp?qiaq ^ c5CTTKtr?:i ,fri^(«^?TRWRfiim#q5T cim i aFm<rfrR?TR 
=2r T^aroir TT^om%^ l !q?pf^#raT?^W^mH^RC?nq: ll 
\ ^=^#cw<JTf =Ef 5^^ mw> » 

\TlT^fa I ar^ i% aRfam ii a^^TirTRfJ^Tq' 

^#7^: I 5ri^i:q=ifqrm£r 11 3TRXIB=qq7fTff^i^WTq^ I 

^TTm % T^aioif ^*ir u qfq^FiFRi^ #Tqn^jr; ii 


TTTerqi^ ^aq1=q?^I^=cr— ^^RTqT^f^qSTi^^fiRtjnq; 1 J^aqr^qrlT 
^'Mqqii'^cr: II nicwi ’l’5q5^l%#5tT[ ii anq^iraifm- 
a^iorm^Rrn^^ rr«n i spjtt^ f f|^?Rii<qr a^?;Mq%ift ii 3n^qt 


sf^iRjq gwwefHHhh^i 1 sT^JFqJW^^## ili'%^'^; ii ?i4q% 
RT^rmf ^^tfir: \ ^\Tfi ^ 3^%t u Hn^i% 

q=qqTf|T%^iq =q i ’fqr^qcRaqq ii ’il^iWT^qqw ureuwr- 

I Nrfiq-iiR^^ f ^osqj^qqq; ii 5^; ^n^rq^rq =q ^qjqFRfR^* 
I qfRj#r:ii i^qmciTR Tqi;f^''q?sqr^ f^ji 


f%iR5 — aim^^T qqr^ q^qi%q?*a: i ^t qs^ 

II ^Rfqlqiqq^ I ^RR=q%qjTqTq; i =qfqT^5^w|yit?T =qfqT^5^“ 
qTRit^ I qwsqprf %cnqy%f: ii ^?qm^ r q??fs^ sfif'qjT 
fq^R^R ^RiqRR s^jj^qTcra; it ^qfsqRiq Tqyqrnf ^q^: i qTq|qfRRPTTRrr 
qTq^^-. aq?^ i =qTi%^ r Riq^^fqiR?^) ii, 
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Abdul Futah 4J) 

Abdulla bin Maimun 39 
Abdul Malik 11 
Abdul Raabid 140| 

Abdulla Tai 46, 60 
Abu All 29 
Abu-Baker 81 
Abu-Inaoription 154' 

Abul-Fath Boati 35 
Abul Fazal 304 
Adivrnian 312 
Adhi-Rajendra 312 
Adhyakahaa 489 
Adminiatration 457 
Agamaa 439, ff 
Agnikulaa 475 

Agriculture in Mediaval India 393-4 
Ahalyabai 166, 

Ahimaa ( in the north ) 371, 400, 
411. 413,424, 457 
Abmadahah Abdali 10, 45, 48, 49 
Aiyangar, Dr. Krishna Swamy 475 
Ajmer 4, 44, 339, fall of 341 
Akbar 98, 101, 185, 205, 213 
Al-Baihaki 98 

Sl-Boruni 3, 4, 6, 7, 17, 21. 27, 28, 36, 
37, 41, 42, 57. 61, 62, 64, 67, 69, 80, 
84, 87, 99, 101, 1S8d. 179, 188, 195, 
277, 302. 304, 373, 384, 431, 435, 
Alexander, cavalry 27,28,116,127,128 
Alexandria 94 
Alha 183 
Al-Idrisi 20 

Allauddin Khilji 224,280,281,282,302 
Al-Maa’audi 18,19, 20 
Alphabota of India 471, 472 
Alptagin 11, 13, 28, Similaritywith 
Maloji 13 

Al-Rukhaj C Arachoaia ) 23 
Altamaah 348, 357, 335, 357 H. 
Aitontaah 51 
62 


Al-Utbi ( Historian) 23 
Anandapala 18, 22, 33, 36, 40, 41, 42 
43, 44, 45, 48, 49, 50, 56. 57, 69. 128 
Anantadeva of Thana 243 
Anantataja ( king of Kashmir ) 310 
Anantavarmah Chodaganga 267-9 
Anhilwad 89, &c. fall of 349-50 
Animal food, 375, 413, SaoriSces 
Aniyanka Bhima 269 
Ansuri 98 
Antarvedi 2, 13 
Aparaditya II 245 
Aparajita 242 
Appar, Saiva saint 276 
Army, of foreignera 11, of Hindu 
kingdoms 370 
Arslan 141 
Asad 10 

A sad^hara, Jain writer 175 
Asjudi 98 

Astapradhan of Shivaji 455 
A^oka 63, 265, 270 

Assemblies, of people in 8. India 467 

Astronomy 474 

A^vapati 126 

AtpurS Inseription 153 

Aurangjeb 31, 114 

Authors in Mediaeval India 474 

Babar 102 

Baibaki 13, 132-134, 136-137, 189 
Bajirao 57, 59 

Bakerganj (inscription) 354 
Balaji Yisbwanatb 22 
Balkb 29, 48 
Ballaia Sena 233 
Ba^a 72 
Bapaganga 52 
Baijapura (inscription) 154 
Bannerji R. D. 232-233, 226 
Bannu 37 
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Bappa Rawal 150 
Baran 73 
Barbaraka 199 
Bari 3 

Basava 42o -bis teachnigs 421 
Bathinda 16, 17 

Battle-of Obhachb 45, of Tatain 333 
Rasa acooUQt of 337} 338 
Bazan 4, 26 

Beef and the Hindus, 400 
• Behram 141 
Bektuzun 30 
Benaran 55, 134. 384 
Bengal - Gonguest of 352 ff, 
Bhadrabahu 406 
Bhagavata 293 
Bbagavanta-Bhaskara 299 
Bhagvadgita 28, 404, 42 
Bhandarkar, D. R. 231, 235, 236 
Bbanda. R. G. 261, 293, 294, 425, 426 
Bhandup (inscription) 243 
Bhaskaracharya 282 
Bbatia 34, '37-38, 40, 471 
Bhatinda 41 
Bhava-Brihaspati 203 
Bhavanagat 301, inscriptions of 487 
Bhelsa 358 or Bhailsan 4 
Bbera 36, 41 

Bhima I. 60, 61, 89-20, 197 II 206-9 
Bhimadeva 21 
Bbim-nagar 51 
Bbinmal 4 

Bboja 4,27, 44, 149, 187, 189, 211, 213 
255, 270, 474, Patron of learning 

156, - his systew of Government 

157, - bis works 156, - defeats 
Turks 158 - his death 161-163, -his 
generosity 166-167 

Bijairai 34, 135, 36 
Bijolia (inscription) 145, 146, 149 150 
Bilbana 160, 169n, 175, 257-59, ^278, 
Bokhara .10, 29, 30, 33 
Brabmakshatra 235 
Brahmin-caste subdisided 375 ff, 
subdivisions according to country 
of residece, 378 to philosophy 379 


Brahmins, their food 381, - and law 
of marriage 380. 381, - migrating 
380 - as soldiers 111 
Brahmapapala 18 
British Empire 58, 67 
Buddha 120-241 

Buddhism — spread of 405, dis- 
appearance 406,— teachings of 405, 
Buddhist mathas 439 
Buhler 199 
Bundikota 302' 

Bust 23, 

Caste, Ramification of 373 ff — Al- 
Beruni’s description of, 373-374, 
444, -difference between Persia 
and India 374ff, racial and occupa- 
tional 39 3, -its manifold sub-divi- 
sions 375, -and marriage 378,-rigl- 
difioation of 363-64, 366. 

Cavalry 27-28 

Ceremonies, multiplied 440- 441 
Chahamanas 145 ff 
Ohakrapani 474 
Chakravartin definition 448 
Ohalukyas (of Anhilwad) 159 
Chalukyas (Ealyan) 159 Later 253 ff 
Oh amba— history of 312-313 
Ohamunda 197 
Chandanwah— battle of 343 
Ohandellas 4,16,85, 86, 179ff 306, 351 
Chandrarai 65, 77, 79 
Chandradeva 163, 189, 210 ff 
Changiskhan 70, 96, 100 
Chauhans 4, 27, -of Nadul 301, 340 ff 
Cbavadas 450 
Chedi 4, 187 ff 
Chhachh 45, 47, 49 
Ohhittraja 243 

Ohild-marriages-origln 395 prevail- 
ing custom 396 and Buddhism 396 
Child-widows 397 
Chitorgadh (insoyiption) 154 
Cbitpavans 22, 380 
Oholas of Tanjore 273 ff 
Chudasamas 300 
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Ck)letrooke 135 

Complesion of various peoples 9 
Coins 143, 165, of Shabi kings 65 
Conversion-28, 32, 3'. 402 
CoTVD-slangbter of 400 
Cunnigbam, General, 30, 

Dalbana 474 
Damaras 311 
DSnasugara 233, 440 
Dara Sbikob 12 

Delhi 7, 27. 44 . - fall^ of ^339. 340 - 
C02; of PritbvirSia. 326-327 
Desbmukb 463 
Desbpande 463 
DovapSla 305 
Dbanapala 168 
Dhnnga, 26, 44. 113 
Dbaravarsba 301 
Dbaramoband 54 
Dbarmasastra, - study of - 440 
Disposal of tbo dead 400 
Divatia Mr. 195 
Divorce, absence in Hindus 39< 
Documents 464 
Drinking 400 
Duff. Miss 16 
Durlabha 145, 147, 197 
DvySsraya Kavya 200 
Eastern Ganges of TciKnlinga 265 
Elepbanta caves 252 
ElepbantB 29, 116, 372 
Elliot 15, 16 ,23, 25, 28, 32, 34, 36, 37, 
40-41, 43.45. 52, 56, 60, 436 etc, etc 

Elpbinstone 23 
Empire - idea of 449 
Epicurianism in Hindu reUgion-416, 
■Executive "57 
Expenses of kingdoms 452 
Fast days, Al-Beruni on 441, 445 

Farukbi 98 

FarnkbjadUl 

Festivals, Al-Berum on 441, 446 
Firdusi 101 

Firishtal5.23,27,43-45,49, 56. 62 

68, 69, 78-83, ff. 


Firozshab 53 

Firoj Tugblat] 272 

Fleet Dr 261, 2SS. 290. 293-94 

Food 399 

Foreigners 396 

Gabadavalas 80. 342, 344 ^ ^ 

Gakkbars 43, 45, 46, 46n. 5f, 345 
Gauda 44, 46 
Giindbara 28 
Ganna*— See Eastern 
Gangoya 4, 187 ff. 

Ganimi Kuvfi 58 
Garbbadbans 400 
Garjistan 59 

Garnda. seal and banner 446 
Gauda-Sarasvatas 379 
Gaurishankar 148, 152, 206, 20/, 
213, 232. 256, 257, 281-284, 300, 301 
304, etc. etc. 

Gautnmas-of U. P. 298 
Gayakarna 190 

Geneolopioal T'.vblos of ; 

Cbabamanasof Sambhar 146,Qnhi- 
lots 153, paramas 177, Chandollaa 
of Mahoba 185, Haibayas of Tri- 
pura 192, CbSlukyas of Anbil'wad 
209, Gabadavalas 216, Pula kings 
of Bengal 230, Bona kings 23B, 
Silabaras of Tbana 250, dater 
Cbalukvas of Kalyan262, Eastern 
Ganges 272, Cbolas of Tan3ore280, 
Kadambas ofGoa 295, Kadam an 
ofHangal 296, Rattan “f Baun- 
dattl 296, Silabaras of Earad 290. 
Ghaisas Brabmins 295 
Gbaznavido 29, 42, 48 

Gbazni 11, 19,24, 45. 46, 51, 5/, 70 
Gbiyasuddin Gbori IM. 142 
Gbor-country 58, -royal line 329 ff- 
Gibbon 23, 75, 88 94. 97, 113 
Gilgit-Vedio civilization at 6 
Godana 400 

Gofras of Eajpuls 475 ff 
Govinda HI 80 
Govindaobandra 211 etc 
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Govindaslng 130 
Grammar 474 
Grierson, -Sir 6 
Guards—foreigners as 11 
Guhilot kings 150 
GuMlas of Bbavnagar 301 
Gunpowder, discovery eto. 115 
Guvaka 145 

Gwalior 44, fall of 357, 358 
Haihayas 4, 154, 187 ff 
Haiibll 

Hammira-oharita 148,150,198,321,856 

Hammira, title of, 10 

Hamidulla 87 

Hangal 289 

Hanjamana, nagar 251 

Hansi 137, 340 

Harakeli drama 149 

Haraprasad Bastri 231n, 307-8 

Harslia 23, 123, 204, 210, 213, 269 

Harsha-king of Kashmir 310*311 

Harivsm^a 269, 280 

Harlotry 398 

Halayadha 234 

Hazro 47, 49, 50 

Helmand 19 

Hemadti 440 

Hemaohandra 194, 196, 200, 201, 
203, 204, 205, 411, 474 
Himalayan kingdoms 309 ff 
Hinduism, changed aspect of 431 ff 
modern, 443, split in 427 
Hindu kings, neglect armies 123 
unity among 113, character 27 
Hindus, their army, 113, their horses 
115, their humanity 116, their 
political ideas 117, their political 
. apathy 125, their soldiers 29, 39, 
lack of stubbornneBB90,8uperiority 
in arms 115, lack of religious 
zeal 124. 

Hiuon Tsang 1, 4, 21, 76, 84, 93, 126 
Honour, source of 470 
Hornle 217, 226 
Hoyasalas of Halebid 283-284 


Huijia, a Rajput clan 158 

Ibrahim 141 
Ibn Asir 87, 88 

Identfioation of Thanesar Expo. 68^ 
Idols, famous 437 
Idolatry of the Hindus 93, 96 
Idol, worship 434 ff. in Jainism and 
Buddism 408 
Idols of Rama 437 
Idols, of defferent metals 435 
Ilekkhan 30,33,39, 41,48,59,70 116, 120 
India Al-Bcruni’s book on 1 
Indus 20, 28, 36, 37, 40, 40, 45, 49 
Inscriptions of Kabul kings 21, e^ 
tracts from 478 ff 
Inscription writers 178 
Intelligence Department 50 
Iron-pillar at Delhi 303 
Ismail 10 son of Sabuktagin 28 
Istargin 51 

Jadejas 300 
Jagadeva Parmara 200 
Jagannath temple buit 268 
Jagsom 67, 476 
JahSndadknan 46 
Jaichand 342 ff. 215 
Jails 466 

Jains in Hindu courts 407, and 
Sanskrit 407 and Schools 407 
teachers 407 

Jainism 371, its rise and decline 
403,408 decline in Tamil, Karnatafc 
and Andhra 410, progress in 
Gujarat 407 ; ff. comp, with 
Buddhism 403, influence of 400^ 
Liierary activities 406, in the 
north 412, Subdivided 406, 411 
Jaipal 22, 24, 27, 28, 31, 32, 35, 36* 
40, 61, 66, 122, 123, abstains from 
wine 26, as a general 122, 123 
prisoner of Mahmud 31, Death by 
cremation 33 Jayapaladeva 21 
Jajabuti 4 
Jaijamau 3 
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Govindaalng 130 
Gcammar 474 
Qrieraon, -Sir 6 
Quards—foreisnora ax 11 
Guhilot kings 150 
Guhilas of Bhavnagar 301 
Gunpowder, diaoovety eto. 115 
Guyaka 145 

Gwalior 44, fall of 357, 358 
Haihayas 4, 154, 187 ft 
HSjibll 

Hammira-ohatita 148,150,198,321,356 

Hammira, title of, 10 

Hamidulla 87 

Hangal 289 

Hanjamana, nagar 251 

Hansi 137. 340 

Harakoli drama 149 

Haraprasad Sastri 231 d, 307-8 

Harsha 23, 123, 204, 210, 213, 269 

Harsha-king of Kashmir 310*311 

Hativsmia 269, 280 

Harlotry 398 

HalSyadha 234 

Hazro 47, 49, 50 

Helmand 19 

Hamadri 440 

Hemaohandra 194, l?6i 200, 201, 
203, 204, 205, 411, 474 
Himalayan kingdoms 309 ff 
Hindnisra, changed aspect of 431 ff 
modern, 443, split in 427 
Hindu kings, neglect armies 123 
unity among 113, character 27 
Hindus, their army, 113, their horses 
115, their humanity 116, their 
political ideas 117, their political 
apathy 125, their soldiers 29, 39, 
lack of stubbornnessSO, superiority 
in arms 115, lack of religious 
zeal 124. 

Hiuen Tsang 1, 4, 21, 76, 84, 93, 126 
Honour, source of 470 
Hornle 217, 226 
Hoyasalas of Halebid 283-284 


Hu^a, a Rajput oian 158 

Ibrahim 141 
Ibn Asit 87, 88 

Identfioation of Thanesar Expo. 68- 
Idols, famous 437 
Idolatry of the Hindus 93, 96 
Idol, worship 434 ff. in Jainism and 
Buddism 403 
Idols of Rama 437 
Idols, of dofferont metals 435 
Ilekkhan 30.33,39.41,48,59,70 116, 120 
India Al-Beruni’a book on 1 
Indus 20, 28, 36, 37, 40, 40, 45, 49 
InsctiplioDS of Kabul kings 21, ej^ 
tracts from 478 ff 
Inscription writers 178 
Intolligenos Department 50 
Iron-pillar at Delhi 303 
Ismail 10 son of Sabuktagin 23 
Istargin 51 

Jadojas 300 
Jagadova Parmara 200 
Jagannath temple buit 268 
Jagaom 67, 476 
JabSndadknan 46 
Jaioband 342 ff. 215 
Jails 466 

Jains in Hindu courts 407, and 
Sanskrit 407 and Schools 407 
teachers 407 

Jainism 371, its rise and doolino 
403,408 decline in Tamil, Karnatak 
and Andhra 410, progress in 
Gujarat 407 ff. oomp. with 
Buddhism 403, influence of 400, 
Lilerary activities 406, in the 
north 412, Subdivided 4C6, 411 
Jnipal 22, 24, 17, 28, 31, 32, 35, 36* 
40, 61, 66, 122, 123, abstains from 
wine 26, as a general 122, 123 
prisoner of Mahmud 31, Death by 
cremation 33 JayapHladeva 21 
Jajabuti 4 
Jajjamau 3 
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Lakhnauti 315-16, 351, 353 ; Sena 
kings of 231 \ 

Lakshmanasena 232,233ff,era 232.234 
his flight defended 355 
Lakshmidhara 213, 282 
Lalliya 10, 16, 19, 20 
Lamghan 25, 28 
Land (-measurement) 463 
Lane Poole 23, 97 f. 102, 112 
Language at Ghazui and Delhi 13 
of Bengal 233 ff, 254 • 

Lele 157, 158, 139, 161n, 163, 168, 176 
Legislature 458 
Lingayata, 42n 
Lingayat nohisra 418 fl[ 

Litereture 473-474 

Local administration 469 

Logic 474 

Lohapura 20 

Lohara dynasty 311 

Luard 157, 158, 161, 16ln, 163, 168, 

270, 171,'174n, 172, 173, 175, 176 
Madana (drama -writer) 176 
Madanapala 229 ff of Badaun 136,219 
Madanavaman 182-3-5 
Madhusudana Shastri on gotras 478 
MSdhva-philosophy 425 
MahEbharata 22, 26, 43, 51, 52, 73, 
74, 122, 127, 131, 229, 274, 284, 
285, 427 

Mahakala temple destroyed 358 ff 
Mahammad (Bhaktyar) 352 
Mahmud (Ghazni), -in-vasions of 1,- 
hirth of 15, expendition to 
Somnath 89, 92,-buildD Jama 
mosque 96, -death and character 
97 ff,-his sons 97, 132,-titles of 97 
-patron of learning 98,-and reli- 
gion 99-oharged -with avarice 101, 
-his cruelty in war 116. See also 
12, 23, 25, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 37, 
39,40-43,48,49,139,188, 198, 213,319 
Mahammad Ghori 141, 187, 205, 330, 
ff. 336, 339,-death of 345 
Mahammad Tughlaq takes Kangra- 
fort 53-54 


Mahomedan tactics in battle 334,336- 
Maharastra Preface, 7, etc. 
Mahavamso 298 

Mahavira-oomp -with Gautama 405 
Mahipiia 225, 226 
Mahoba 186 
Mahodaya city 3 
Mahomedanism— Spread of 401 
Malik Kafur, Preface, 280,281,283,284- 
Maloji 13 

Mammata 474 ^ 

Manasottash 260 

Mandagir 5 

Mandawar 356 

Mandi, history of 315 

Manglana ( inscription ) 341 ff. 

Mankha 244. 247 

Mansur 11, 25, 30, 39 

Mannuni 52 

Marco Polo 245, on Lada Brah.381ffj' 

Marathas II, 46, 114 to 114 

Marathadesa 5 

Maratha Kshtriyas 385 

Marathi 472, 473 

Marriage-custom change in 395 

Mathas 439 

Margalla pass 60 

Mas'and 132, 135, 138 

MathurS 41 fall 70, 95 

Mazi Amir 10 

Medicine 474 

Menon K.P.— on assemblies 468- 
Merceuarysoldiers 469 
Merutunga 161, 162,' 194 
Mernvarman 3i2 
Mewad 359 
Mihirkula 129 

Military administraition 469,. 

„ ofBcers 470 
Minhaj-us-siraj 132 
Ministere 453 
Mitakshaca 440, 474 
Mohyal Brahmins 22 
Moksha, views on 428 
Monarchies in India 447 
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IToahanasva 316 
Mubarak 246 
Mularaja 87 196 206 
Multan 1 34r-39, Ig. 43 
Munja 24 
Muntaair 12 

Nadiad 474 
Nagda, fall of 359 
Nagpur Prasaati 170, 188 
Nagar Kot SO ff, 

Naharwala ( Analhiwad ) 56, 350 
Nandana ( Ninduna ) 60. 62, 63 
Napoloau 90, 98 
Naraalnha worship 84 
Narsinha varman 191 
Narayandas 21 
Nardin 56, 60 
Nazin 98 

Nasir-ud.-doula 12 
Naar II 10 

Nationality-want of faoling of in 
Hindus 368, 45O,-oau303 451 
Nayachandra Sari 233 
Nemavar 5 

Nopal, history of 311-12 
Nialtagin 133, 134, 187 
Nirnaya Sindhu 488 
Nishapur 29 

Nizatnuddin 29, 80, 83, 15, 86 
Nizamuddin Ahmad 60 
Northen India Principle oauaes of 
downfall 359 S Subsidiary causes 
368 ff 

Nuh 11, 12, 28, 30 
Nutpur, -history of 313-15 

Officers of kings 454 
Ogatei 96 
Ordeals '467 
Orissa 270-2 

Ornaments 399, -on battle field, 32 

Padmagupta 167 
Padmaaarabhave 315 
Pala kingdom 7 
Panchayats 466 


Pandyas of Madura 284 
Panipat 45, 46, ff 

Panjabi?, Downfall-Apparent oauaes 
111-7 Probable causes 118-131 
Paramara 44,91 s.of Dhar Bhoial56ff 
later kings 169 ff 
Pariharas 305, 351 
Patahawar 28 
Parragupta 311 
Pa^upata Philosophy 419 
PateyPatil) 463 
Pathak Prof. 289 
Pathankof 313, 314 
Pattala 19 
Pattakila 460 
Patta-mahishi 458 
Pattavardhana 376, 3S2 
Peshawar 119, 31, 43, 49. battle 32 
Peshwaa 20 

Phallus worship 418, 421 
Pillai Mr. P. Sunder 285, 286 
Pippalla tree at Allahabad 3 
Pliny 247, 265, 284 
Police 466 

Political Geography of India 1-7 
Poona 111, 14, 20, 29 
Political condition 447 ff 
Probodha-Chandrodaga Drama 181 
Pratapavardhana 67 
PratihHra Kings 2-28-136 
Pravara 377 

Prithviraja ,- birth of 321-326 defeat 
of 334, - death of 335, 146, 147, 256 
301, 331 

Prithviraja vijaya (poem) 150,521,525 
Pujyapada 407 
Pujaris 438 

Purapasi-minor 443, amplified 442 
Puranio gods 441 
Puru Jaipal 60-89 

Eadha cult 415 
Eaghunandana 157 - 
Eajamartanda 156 
Eaja MringSnka Karpa-156 
Eajastan, Tod's 145 
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Eajasekhara 115, 448, Geography of 
India as given by,f8 
EajataranginI 19, 45, 61 
Eajaraja ( Ganga ) 267, 273 ff 
Eajawade V. K. 246 
Eajendra 277-8-Kulottunga 279 
Eajput families, 36, 384, 388 ff, Their 
status 383, Their fall 361-62 
Eajputs 19. 20, 25, and their learning 
394, from Western Himalayan 386 
Eajyapala 70, 73, 76, 78, 80, 135 
Eamakarana ( Pandit ) 300 
Eamanuja 284, 416, 474 
Eamayana 43, 66, 234, 286 
Eambha-Manjarl 219, 220, 222 
Eameshwar 6 

Eanapura ( Inscription ) 155 
Eapthambhor 341 ff, 356 
Easa 145, 147, 152, 183, 194, 215, 221, 
256, 301, 303, S32, 337, 342, 384, 433 
Eashiduidin 87 
Easikasanjlvanl 176 
EashtrakGtas, Badaun 300, 297, 450 
Eattas of Saundatti 288-9 
EathayatrS 441 
'Eatnasuri Jain Muni 172 
Eaverty 11, 16, 17, 100 
Eeconversion stopped 444 
Eeligious disunion 401 ff. 

Kevenue administration 458 ff 
Eevenue officers 462 
Rights of villagers 460 
Eigveda 67, 269 
Eathoda 215, ff, 222, 300, 342 
Eupasundari 267 . 

Sabuktagin, 12, 13, 14, 19, 23, 27-29, 
40, 43. 44, 47. 66. 147, 154, 158 
Saohan 2, 27, 64, 112, 

Sacri6ces occasional 433, daily 432 

Sadashiva Bhau 45 

Sadi 92 • = 

Sahani, R. B. Day aram 21 

Sahilavarman-27 

Saivism, and flesh 419, 420, history 
of 418, new or vrla 417, revival 410 


Saivites 65, ascetics 439 
Sakha, mention of 377 . 

Salar Mas’audl36 
Salt-tax 460 

Samani Empire 25, 59, 66, 

Samanta Chahamana 145, dynasty 30" 
Samantabhadra 407 
Samanta (shahi) 65 
Samantas 370 

Samarcand 54 / 

Sambhaji 133, 139 
Sambhar, Kingdom 4, 145 ff 
Samrat de6nition of 448 
Samudra-gupta 213 ^ 

Samsaracband 54 
Sangramaraja 309-310 
Sankaracharya 127, 285, 474 
Sankbya 474 
Sanyogita 323-324 
Sarada ,'dol 437 
Sarasvatikanthabharapa 156 
Sarda Mr. Harbilas 148 
Sardesai 112 

Sasbahu temple of, Gwalior 305 
Sastras, studied 474 
Sati 188, 398 
SatyS sraya 255 
Saundatti 288 
Sawandrai 135 
Science of war 371 
Seats of l6.,rniDg 473 
Senas of Lakhnauti 231 ff ohrono- 
logy of 238-40 their caste 235 
Sengars of Jagamanpur 298-299 
Serendib 40 
Shahaji 13-29, 121 
Shahi, kings 19, 20 22 
Shar (king) 59 

Shihabuddin Ghori 62, 146, 147, 150, 
152, 299, defeat of 332, 361 
ShivajilS, 29, 31,43-50, 52, 58, 98, 
102, washeabandit? 106ff, 121,133, 
140, 248, 274, comp, with Mahmnd 
Shriharsba 216 
Shrikantbabbarapa 244 
Shyamaldasa Kaviraja 145 
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Siddhanta-vijaya 247 
Bijistan 3 
Sind 2, 5, 111 
Sindas ofYelburg 28T 
Sistan 31, 34 

'SilShara kingdom 5, of Thana 241fl. 

of Karad 293, 295 
S^iladitya 204 
Siva and Vislinu idols 425 
Sirhind 231 
Skanda Purana 8 

Slaughter of animals prohibited 204 
•Slave dynasty 343 S 
Smith, Sir Vincent 15, 16, 18, 23, 27, 
85, 12Sn. 114. 161, 162, 196, 180, 
181, 184, 1S6, 224, 225, 228, 230, 
232, 233, 236, 273, 275, 276, 279 
Solankbapala 305 357 

■ Somesvara 1,256*7 ll 258. Ill 260,474 
Bomnath, expedition 87, 89, 95, 203, 

437, note oa 91, temple at 90 
Sphalapati 20 
Sprenger Aloys 20, 20n. 

Srimal 4 

Standing army 449 
State, science of 371 
Stein Konow 61, 227, 22S 
Subcastes 397, origin 392 
Subrahmanya Aiyar 273, 274, 275,282 
Sudasa 21n 
• Suradas 392 
Sukot-history of 315 ' 

SulanStha 157 
Sulka 462, 464 
Sun-idol of, Multan 436 
Superntition cause of downfall 369 
Surnames of Kshatriyas 385, from 
names of places 377, Origin of 376 

Tabakat 18, 333,ff',348ff 349ff, acoofc. 

of fall of Bengal criticised 353 
Tailapa 254 

Tajul-masir 333ff, 339 £F, 343 ff, 349 £F 

■ Tantras 439 ff 
Taraprasad Shastri 226 
Tarain, battle of 333 ff 


Tarifch-i-Yamlni 12 
Tausi (river) 61 
Taxes 461 ff 
Tojfala 207 
Tekka kings 20 
Telang K. T. 243 
Thanoswar 67 
Tbecdosius 94 
Theory of state 452 
Thcmar, Mr. 65, on coins of tho 
Ch.^mnavi kings 143 
Timur 300, 113 
Togankan 70 

Toleration Religious, among Hindus 
429 

Tomara 3G2, 302-4 
Travaucoro 285 
Trigarta 9 
Trikalinga 265 

Trilochanapala 18, 42, 51, 57, CO-02, 
80,85 

Tripura 193 
Tri^ashthi, Smrili 176 
Tugril 140 
Tunga 61 
Turks 20 etc. 

Turushkadanda 107-8, 136, 211 
Udabhanda 19 
Udalha 183 

Udayana (of Kau^ambi) 318 
Udayaditya 191, 170, 188, 190 
Ddepur Pra^asti 157, 165, 166, 198 
Ujjain 4, 44, 55, 95, 95 fall 358 
Umapatidhara 234 
Untouchables 392, subreotions 393 
Utbi 10, 12, 14, 24, 25, 27, 29, 30-37 
39-47, 49-50, 51, 55-59, 60, 436 
TTvata 168 

Vadnngar Prasasti 173, 178, 197-8 
200, 202, 202n, 204 
Vaghela Eings 207 
Vaishnava saints of MabiirHstra 
426, Tamil 416 

Vaishnavism 63, 371, 412, 413, in tho 
South 416, Comp, with Jainism 415 
in the North 414, of ECmSnuja 419 
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Vai4yaa-theic subdivisions 391 ff 
Vajjada 243 

Vairadaman (Kaohhapa) 30 f£ 
Vajnaliasta I & 11-266 
Vajreahwari temple in Kangra 53 
Vallabha 197 

Vallapur, history of, 318-19 
Vastupala 207 
Vasukra 432 

Vedas 431, committed to writing 432 
Vedic religion 404, and Ahimaa 413 
Vedio sacrifices 432 y 

Vernacular Literature 473 
Vernaculars, Rise of 471 
Vidi^a 5 
Vidyadhara 83 
Vijayachandra 215 
Vijayasena 231 ff 
Vijjana 263 

VijnaneSvara 157, 194, 260, 
Vikramaditya 259 
Viktamankadova-oharita 160 
Vira-Eajendra 278 
Vicasaivas 422, 423 
Virelvarashastri on gotras 478 
VIsala 131 


Vishnu-gupta 21n 

Vithoba of Pandharpur 425, 426 

Vyavahara-mayukha 299 . 

W abal bin abdabal 44, 45 
Wahind 10, 15, 16,18,20,28,31 »36,45, 66-. 
Warn and 10, 45 - 
Warangal 282 
Widow-marriage 397' 

Witnesses 467 / 

Wives-number of 397 
Worshippers of different idols 435 

Yadavas,of Devagiri 281-2-of Maha-- 
ban 299 

Yakub-i-lais 10, 11, 19 
Yamin>uddowlu 65, 69, 78 
Yajnavalkya 245 
Yasahkarna 190 ff 
Yasaskara 311 
YSy5vara 3 
Yoga 474 
Yuvaraja 458 

Zabulistan 10, 112, 129 ' 

Zangiskhan 113 

Zeal for religion among Hindus and . 
Moslems 124. 
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Vaisyaa-theic aubdlviaiona 391 ff 
Vajjada 243 

Vajradaman (Kaohhapa) 30 £f 
Vairahaata I & 11-266 
Vajreahwari templa in Kangra 53 
Vallabha 197 

Vallapur, history of, 318-19 
Vaatupala 207 
Vasukra 432 

Vedas 431, committed to wciting432 

Vedio religion 404, and AbJmaa 413 

Vodio aaorificoa -132 

Vernacular Literature -173 

Vernaculars, Elsa of 471 

Vidi^ii 5 

Vidjadhara 83 

Vijayaohandra 215 

Vijayaaena 231 £f 

Viijana 263 

VijnanoSvara 157, 194, 260, 
Vikramaditya 259 
Vikramankadara-obarita 160 
Vira-Bajendra 278 
Virasaivas 422, 423 
Viroavaraahaatri on gotraa 478 
Vlaala 131 


Vishi?u-gupta 21n 

Vithoba of Pandharpur -425, 426 

Vyavahara-maynkba 299 

Wabal bin abdabal -1-1, 45 

Wahind 10, 15, 16,18,20,28,31 ,36,45, 66- 

Wamand 10, 45 

Warangal 232 

Widow-marriage 397 

Witnossoa -167 

Wivea-numbor of 397 

Worshippers of difftront idols -138 

Yudava3,of Do^agiri 231-2-of Maha-- 
ban 299 

Yakub-i-lais 10, 11, 19 
Ynmin-uddowlu 65, 69, 73 
YSjnavalkya 245 
Yasahlcaroa 100 ff 
Yasaskara 311 
Yayavara 3 
Yoga 47-1 
Yuvaraja 458 

Zabulistan 10, 112, 129 
Zangiskhan 113 

Zeal for religion among Hindus and 
llosloms 124. 
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1010-1038 GSngeya ( Chedi ). 

1011 ESjaiaja (Chola); makes survey settlement of land. 

1013 Mahmud’s first fight with Tciloobanapala. 

1014 Mahmud’s expedition against Thanesar. 

1014-1044 Eajendra ( Chola ), 

1015 Arikesarin ( Silahara, Thana ). 

1016 Naravarman ( Guhilot ). 

1017 Birth, of Ramanuja. 

1017 Mahmud invades Mathura and Kanauj. 

1018-1040 Jayasinha ( Kalyan ). 

1019 Mahmud again invades Kanauj and imposes tribute 
1019 Madhukamarpava, Eastern Gangs. 

1021 Eajyapala killed by Eajput confederacy 

1021 Mahmud's invasion and fight on the Rahih. 

1021 Mahmud’s second fight with Triloohanapala. 
1021-1063 Bhima I ( Anhilwad ) 

1022 Mahmud conquers Swat 

1023 Mahmud’s expondion against Gwalior and Kalanjar. 

1025 „ ^ « Somnath. 

1025-1045 Chhitta ( Silahara, Thana ) 

1027 Death of Bhima Shahi. End of Shahi dynasty. 

1028 Vidyadhara ( Chaudella ). 

1028-1063 Anantaraja ( Lohara king of Kashmir ). 

1029 Death of Mahmud. 

1030 Al-Beruni’s treatise on India. 

1030 Vijayapala ( Chandella ) 

1032 Nayapala ( Fala ) 

1033 Sriobandra ( Chahamana ) 

1033 Nialtagin raids Benares. • 

1038-1068 Vajcahasla II Eastern Ganga. 

1038-1080 Karna ( Chedi ). 

,1040 Bhoja defeats Jayasinha.^ 

1040 Devavarman { Ohandell ). 

1010-1068 Somedvara I { Later Chalukya of Kalyan ). 

1042 Yogaraja (Guhilot). 

1044 Vijayapala KachhapaghSta. 

1044 Eajadhiraja ( Chola ). 

1045 Nagarjuna ( Silahara of Thana ) 

1052 Anangapala II founds Delhi and sets up Iron pillar. 
1052 The battle of Koppain. 

1052 Eajendra Chola. 

.1055 Vajrata ( Guhilot ). 

1055 Death of Bhoja Paramara. 

1055 Jayasinha Paramara. 

1059-1080 Building of Udepur Siva temple. 

1059 TJdayaditya Paramara. 

.1059 VigrahapSla III ( Fala ). 
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1060 Kirtivarman ( Chandella ). 

1062 Vira Rajondra ( Chola ). 

1063 Vlaala III ( Chahamana ). 

1064- 1094 Earija ( Anhilwad Chalukya ). 

1065 Acting of Prabodhachandra drama. 

1065- 1076 Rajaraja Eastern Ganga. 

1069 Hansapala ( Guhilot ). 

1069- 1076 Somesvara II ( Later Chalukya of Kalyan >, 

1070- 1118 Rajondra Eulottunga Chola. 

1075 U ikarah a ( Kashmir ). 

1076-1126 Vikramanka Later Chalukya. 

1076-1142 Anantavarman Eastern Ganga. 

1078 Prilhvirajd I ( Chahamana )• 

1080-1100 Chandra-GShadavHla. 

1080 Mahipala II ( Pala ) 

1080 Samantasena ( Bengal ). 

1080- 1124 Yasahkarija (Chedi). 

1081 Vairisinkka (Guhilot). 

1081- 1104 Lakshmadeva ( Paramara ). 

1082 Surapala (Pala). 

1084-1130 Eamapala (Pala), 

1084-1168 Hamachandra Jain Pandit. 

1084-1115 Anantapal'a (SilahSra, Tbnna) 


1089 Haraha (Kashmir). 

1003 ^jayadova (Chahamana ). 

1093-1143 Jayasinha (Anhilwod). 

1094 Vijayasinha (Guhilot). 

1100 Hemantasena ( Bengal ). 

1100 Probable date of founding of Mandi atato 

1100 Sallakshana ( Chandella ). 

1101 TTohohala ( Kashmir ). 

1104-1133 Naravarman ( Paramara ). 

1110 Javavarman ( Chandella ). 

1110- 1155 Gavindachandra( Gahadavala ). 

1111- 1128 Sussala ( Kashmir ). 

1117-1160 Prola ( Andhra ). 

1118 Arisinha ( Guhilot ). 

1118 Viktama ( Chola )• 

1119-1199 Laksbmanasena ( Bengal ). 

1120 Priihvirivarman ( Chandella ). 

1125 Arnioraja ( Chahamana ) . 

1125 ApaiSditya ( Silaharai Thana ). 

1125 Gayakarna ( Chedi )• 

1125-1165 Madanavarman ( ChandeRa ). 

1126 Somed^rara HI ( Later Chalukya ). 

1129 Chanda ( Guhilot ). 
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1129 Pariharas take Gwalior fort from Kaohhwabas, 

1130 Knmarapala ( Pala). 

1133 Naravarman { Paramara ). 

1133 Yasovarman ( Paramara ). 

1135 Eulottunga ( Chola ). 

1136 ' Gopala ( Pala ). 

1138 Jagadekamalla ( Later Chalubya ). 

1140 Vijayasinha ( Quhilot ) 

1140 Madanapala ( Pala ). 

1142 Jayavarman ( Paramara ). 

1142 Kamarnava Eastern Qanga 
U43-1173 Kumatapala ( Anhilwad ). 

1144-1160 Ajayavarman ( Paramara ). 

1144-1155 Harapala ( Silahara, Thana ). 

1146-1165 Eajaraja III ( Chola ). 

1148 Rajatarangim finished ' 

1149 Birth of Prithviraj III 

1150 • Building of Jagannath temple by Chodaganga. 

1150 Kumarapala invades Ajmer. 

1150-1182 Taila II ( Later Chalukya ). 

1152 Vjsala Cbahamana takes Delhi. 

1152 Narsinha Chedi. 

1153 Harakeli drama composed by Vlsala ChShadhmTina. 
1155 ' Rapasihha ( Guhilot ). 

1155-1170 Vijayapala ( Gahadavala ). 

1155 Mallikarjuna (Silahara, Thana). 

1157 Founding of Ajmer. 

1160 Vindhyavarman (ParamSra). 

1160 Jayasinha (Chedi). 

1161 Qovindapala (P5la). 

1161-1191 Rudra (Andhra). 

1162 Bhimasinha (Guhilot). 

1162 Rebellion of Vijjana ( KalaohUri ) . 

1165 Usurpation by Vijjana » 

1167 Soyideva Kalachtiri (Ealyan). 

1167 Rajaraja II Eastern Ganga. 

1168-1203 Paramatdideva (Chandella). 

1170 Jayaohandra (Gahadavalla) • 

1172 Rajadhiraja (Chola). 

1172 Muezzuddin Gbori takes Ghazni. 

1173 Samantasinha ( Guhilot ). 

1173 Ajayapala ( Anhilwad ). 

1173-1220 Vira Ballala (Hoyazala). 

1 174 Prithviraja’s fight with Kaimasa. 

1175 Mahammad Ghori seizes Multan. 

1178 HariSchandra (Paramara). 

1178 Defeat of Ghori by Gujarat army. 
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1178 .■ , Eulottunga III (Chola). 

1178-1231 Bhima II (Bhola) Anhilwad. 

1179 First defeat of Ghori by Prithviraj. 

1179 Ghori takes Peshawar. 

1180 Mahendrapala (Pala) 

1180-1198 Vijayasinha (Chedi). 

1180-1210 Subhatavarman (Paramara). 

1181 Mahammad Ghori invades Lahore. 

1182 Prithviraja defeats Paramar'din. 

1182 End of Kalaohuri usurpation in Ealyan. 

1182-1189 Somesvara IV (Later Chalukya). 

1184 Eumarasinha (Quhilot ). 

1184 Mahamtnad Ghori invades Lahore again. 

1185 Prithviraj marries Sanyogita. 

1137 Bhillama founds independent rule at Deogiri 

1190 Rajaraja III (Chola). 

1191 Prithviraja defeats Ghori a second time. 

1191 Mahadeva (Andhra). 

1192 Defeat and death of PrithvirSja. 

1192 Aniyanka Bhima Eastern Ganga. 

1193 Eutubuddin takes Merut and Delhi. 

1193 Defeat and death of Jaicband. 

1195 Mathanasinha (Guhilot). 

1195 Eutubuddin suppresses rebellion of HarirSja at Ajmer 
119G Shihabuddin Ghori takes the fort of Gwalior. 

1197 Eutubuddin invades Gujarat. 

1198-1260 Gapapati (Andhra). 

1199 Eutubuddin takes Anhilwad. 

1199 Mahammad Bakhtyar plunders Bihar (Vikrama^ila). 

1202 „ „ seizes Nadia (Bengal). 

1202 Eutubuddin invades and takes Ealanjar. 

'203-1245 Trailokyavarman (Chandella). 

1205 Assassination of Shihabuddin Ghori. 

1208 Eutubuddin takes Badaun. 

1210 Arjunavarman (Paramara). 

1216 Turks invade Mewad and destroy Nagd5. 

1216 Devapala (Paramara). 

1227 Altamash takes Ranathambhor. 

,, ,, „ Gwalior fort. 

1234 Invades Malwa (Bhelsa and Ujjain). 

1235 Destruction of Mahakala temple. 
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Incorrect 

Correct. 

7 

28 

Kranata 

Karnata 

92 

9 

Bhahmin 

Brahmin 

142 

17 ■ 

evil 

cruel . 

200 

23 

devoit 

devout 

249 

17 

- poeple 

people 

324 

26 

tha 

the 

329 

16 

for long 

for a long ■ 

342 

20 

com monlybelieved 

commonly believed 

344 

16 

hanlted' 

halted 

346 

4 

s ambha 

stambha . 

346 

29, 34 

incriptions 

inscriptions 

347 

17 

firs 

first 

11 

24 

skirfcisfcambha 

this Kirtistambha 

354 

i 

254 

354 

365 

12 

there and preserved 

there preserved 

5 * 

15 

resitastnce 

resistance 

416 

8 

thit 

this 

460 

31 

donee 

donee ; 

11 

32 

villages; 

villages 

474 

34 

illunimes 

illumines 
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